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Week Ending Friday, July 20, 2007

The President’s Radio Address
July 14, 2007

Good morning. This week, my administra-
tion submitted to Congress an interim report
on the situation in Iraq. This report provides
an initial assessment of how the Iraqi Gov-
ernment is doing in meeting the 18 bench-
marks that Congress asked us to measure.
This is a preliminary report. In September,
General Petracus and Ambassador Crocker
will return to Washington to provide a more
comprehensive assessment.

The interim report released this week
finds that the Iraqis have made satisfactory
progress in eight areas, such as providing the
three brigades they promised for the surge,
establishing joint security stations in Baghdad
neighborhoods, and providing $10 billion of
their own money for reconstruction. In eight
other areas, the progress was unsatisfactory,
such as failing to prepare for local elections
or pass a law to share oil revenues. In two
remaining areas, the progress was too unclear
to be characterized one way or the other.

Those who believe that the battle in Iraq
is lost are pointing to the unsatisfactory per-
formance on some of the political bench-
marks. Those of us who believe the battle
in Iraq can and must be won see the satisfac-
tory performance on several of the security
benchmarks as a cause for optimism. Our
strategy is built on the premise that progress
on security will pave the way for political
progress. This report shows that conditions
can change, progress can be made, and the
fight in Iraq can be won.

The strategy we are now pursuing is mark-
edly different from the one we were fol-
lowing last year. It became clear that our ap-
proach in Iraq was not working. So I con-
sulted my national security team, the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, and military commanders and
diplomats on the ground. I brought in out-
side experts to hear their ideas. And after
listening to this advice, in January, I an-

nounced a new way forward: sending rein-
forcements to help the Iragis protect their
people; improve their security forces; and ad-
vance the difficult process of reconciliation
at both the national and local levels.

Our recent experience in Anbar Province
shows what we hope to achieve throughout
Iraq. As recently as last September, Anbar
was held up as an example of America’s fail-
ure in Iraq. Around the same time, the situa-
tion began to change. Sunni tribes that had
been fighting alongside Al Qaida against our
coalition came forward to fight alongside our
coalition against Al Qaida. So I sent rein-
forcements to take advantage of this oppor-
tunity. And together we have driven Al Qaida
from most of Anbar’s capital city of Ramadi,
and attacks there are now at a 2-year low.

We are now carrying out operations to rep-
licate the success in Anbar in other parts of
the country, especially in the regions in and
around Baghdad. We are starting to take the
initiative away from Al Qaida and aiding the
rise of an Iraqi Government that can protect
its people, deliver basic services, and be an
ally in the war against extremists and radicals.
By doing this, we are creating the conditions
that will allow our troops to begin coming
home. When America starts drawing down
our forces in Iraq, it will be because our mili-
tary commanders say the conditions on the
ground are right, not because pollsters say
it would be good politics.

Some people say the surge has been going
for 6 months and that is long enough to con-
clude that it has failed. In fact, the final rein-
forcements arrived in Iraq just a month ago,
and only then was General Petraeus able to
launch the surge in full force. He and the
troops who have begun these dangerous op-
erations deserve the time and resources to
carry them out.

To begin to bring troops home before our
commanders tell us we are ready would be
dangerous for our country. It would mean
surrendering the future of Iraq to Al Qaida,
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risking a humanitarian catastrophe, and al-
lowing the terrorists to establish a safe haven
in Iraq and gain control of vast oil resources
they could use to fund new attacks on Amer-
ica. And it would increase the probability that
American troops would have to return at
some later date to confront an enemy that
is even more dangerous.

Most Americans want to see two things in
Iraq: They want to see our troops succeed,
and they want to see our troops begin to
come home. We can do both, and we will.
Our troops in Iraq are serving bravely.
They're making great sacrifices. Changing
the conditions in Iraq is difficult, and it can
be done. The best way to start bringing these
good men and women home is to make sure
the surge succeeds.

Thank you for listening.

NoOTE: The address was recorded at 7:50 a.m. on
July 13 in the Cabinet Room at the White House
for broadcast at 10:06 a.m. on July 14. The tran-
script was made available by the Office of the
Press Secretary on July 13 but was embargoed
for release until the broadcast. In his address, the
President referred to Gen. David H. Petraeus,
USA, commanding general, Multi-National
Force—Iraq; and U.S. Ambassador to Iraq Ryan
C. Crocker. The Office of the Press Secretary also
released a Spanish language transcript of this ad-
dress.

Remarks at a White House Tee-Ball
Game
July 15, 2007

The President. Ladies and gentlemen,
welcome here to tee-ball on the South Lawn
of the White House. I'm honored to be
joined here with the commissioner for to-
day’s game, member of the Hall of Fame,
the great Frank Robinson. Thanks for being
here.

Frank Robinson. My pleasure.

The President. Mario, thanks, great job
on the anthem. I thank the Color Guard, as
well, for being here. Today we’re going to
have an outstanding contest. Laura and I are
proud to be able to watch, from Los Angeles,
California, the Little League Dodgers, and
from Brooklyn, New York, the Little League
Highlanders. And we want to welcome the
players. We particularly thank the coaches
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for working with these youngsters. Thanks
for getting them interested in baseball,
America’s greatest sport. We want to thank
the parents who have come. Thank you for
supporting the kids. And we’re looking for-
ward to a good game.

Today—every day is a special day when
we play baseball at the White House, but
today is particularly special since we're going
to pay homage to Jackie Robinson. Jackie
Robinson, as you know, broke the color bar-
rier in baseball, but there were some pio-
neers ahead of Jackie. And today we're proud
to welcome Negro League players who are
here. Thank you all for coming.

Imagine what baseball would have been
like had you been a part of the Major
Leagues. Jackie Robinson was a pioneer, and
Frank and I are going to retire his number,
just like they did all over Major League parks
across our country. But before we do, we're
proud that members of the Brooklyn Dodger
team who had the honor of playing with Jack-
ie Robinson have joined us: Tommy Lasorda;
Don Newcombe; Clyde King; and Ralph
Branca.

We're honored you're here. Thank you all
for coming. Thanks for being a part of this
special ball game. As a matter of fact, two
of you are going to end up being first and
third base coach. I wish you all the best out
there. Looks like we've got some good play-
ers that have come to play.

I do want to thank John Warner, Senator
John Warner from the great State of Virginia,
and his family, for joining us. Proud you're
here, Senator. I see Alphonso Jackson and
Dirk Kempthorne, of my Cabinet, who have
joined us. I'm proud you all are here. Dutch
Morial, thanks for coming Dutch, appreciate
you coming—I mean, Marc Morial—there
he is, Marc, how you doing, brother? He’s
the head of the Urban League. Roslyn Brock,
vice chairman of the NAACP, has joined us
as well. Thank you all for coming.

We want to thank the Jackie Robinson
Foundation for joining us today, as well as
the YMCA and Boys and Girls Club of Amer-
ica for being here. Thank you all for coming.

I'm so honored that this game is going to
be called by Karl Ravech, ESPN. Thanks for
coming, Karl.
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Karl Ravech. Pleasure, thank you.

The President. We really appreciate you
taking—you know it’s a big game when Karl
Ravech comes over to lend his talents. So
you players are going to have to play hard,
because you've got ESPN here.

Before we—after we hang up the number
honoring Jackie Robinson, after we retire his
number here on the South Lawn, we will
have Matthew Hearon; he’ll be coming out;
he’s going to help us get the game kicked
off. He’s the first ball presenter. But before
you come out, Matthew, the hall of famer
and I are now going to hang up Jackie Robin-
son’s number. Ready?

NoOTE: The President spoke at 4:02 p.m. on the
South Lawn at the White House. In his remarks,
he referred to recording artist Mario Dewar Bar-
rett, who performed the national anthem. The
transcript was released by the Office of the Press
Scretary on July 16.

Remarks Following a Meeting With
President Lech Kaczynski of Poland

July 16, 2007

President Bush. Mr. President, welcome
to the United States. Poland and the United
States have a very unique and strong relation-
ship. And the President and I have just had
a very constructive dialog. And, by the way,
Mr. President, there are a lot of my fellow
citizens who trace their heritage back to Po-
land who are delighted to welcome you to
America.

And along those lines, I fully understand
a lot of Polish citizens would like to travel
to the United States. And so my friend the
President has once again brought up to me
the visa waiver issue, which I fully under-
stand, Mr. President, and thank you for your
candor. And I will continue to work with
Congress to change a law that needs to be
changed.

Poland is a strong ally. And Poland has
taken some very difficult decisions to help
a young democracy survive in the face of ex-
tremist threats. And I want to thank you, Mr.
President, and the Polish people for sup-
porting the people of Afghanistan and Iraq.

War is never popular. But having heard
from the Iraqi leaders today and their expres-

965

sion of gratitude, not only to the Polish Gov-
ernment but the Polish people and the
American people for supporting this demo-
cratic experiment, Mr. President, it reminds
me of how important what we’re doing is.

America is, of course, pleased that the Pol-
ish economy is strong. We want our friends
to prosper. Of course, the President, in all
modesty, reminded me that’s the purview of
the Prime Minister. Of course, I reminded
the President he knows the Prime Minister
quite well. [Laughter]

And finally, we talked about how we can
enhance the mutual security issues. And
there’s no better symbol of our desire to work
for peace and security than working on a mis-
sile defense system, a missile defense system
that would provide security for Europe from
single or dual-launched regimes that may
emanate from parts of the world where lead-
ers don’t particularly care for our way of life
and/or are in the process of trying to develop
serious weapons of mass destruction.

And I thank you, Mr. President, for your
vision and your understanding about the na-
ture of the world in which we live. And I
thank you for working on behalf of securing
the security of others. And we continue to
work and consult very closely with you. And
so we welcome you. Thank you for coming.

President Kaczynski. Ladies and gentle-
men, Mr. President has already briefed you
about the issues we were talking about during
our meeting. And concerning visa waiver, we
discussed the issue; however, it is in the
hands of the Congress. We do understand
that the legislative process in the U.S. is
very—it is stable, and it is really hard to
change that binding law, that existing law.
And so we are looking forward to positive
changes in this area.

Another very important issue is the issue
of missile defense. And I would like to em-
phasize that we discussed it in terms of de-
fensive instruments because it is aimed at the
defense of our democracies against the coun-
tries who might have or already do have nu-
clear weapons and weapons of mass destruc-
tion. So it is really a defense instrument—
missile defense instrument. And so I do hope
that all this project, the whole project will
be completed successfully.
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And we also discussed other forums which
could foster and strengthen our mutual rela-
tions and also the NATO. And this issue of
strengthening our cooperation will be dis-
cussed at the level of the Secretary of De-
fense of the United States of America and
also our Defense Minister of the Republic
of Poland and on the level of experts. And
our conversation, our meeting is not over yet,
and there are some issues we are going to—
[inaudible].

President Bush. I've got to buy him some
lunch. [Laughter]

Thank you, sir. Yes. Thank you all. Thank
you.

NotTE: The President spoke at 11:44 a.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. In his remarks,
he referred to Prime Minister Jaroslaw Kaczynski
of Poland. President Kaczynski referred to Sec-
retary of Defense Robert M. Gates; and Minister
of National Defense Aleksander Szczyglo of Po-
land. President Kaczynski spoke in Polish, and his
remarks were translated by an interpreter.

Remarks on the Middle East
July 16, 2007

Good afternoon. In recent weeks, debate
in our country has rightly focused on the situ-
ation in Iraq, yet Iraq is not the only pivotal
matter in the Middle East. More than 5 years
ago, I became the first American President
to call for the creation of a Palestinian state.
In the Rose Garden, I said that Palestinians
should not have to live in poverty and occu-
pation. I said that the Israelis should not have
to live in terror and violence. And I laid out
a new vision for the future—two democratic
states, Israel and Palestine, living side by side
in peace and security.

Since then, many changes have come—
some hopeful, some dispiriting. Israel has
taken difficult actions, including withdrawal
from Gaza and parts of the West Bank. Pal-
estinians have held free elections and chosen
a President committed to peace. Arab States
have put forward a plan that recognizes
Israel’'s place in the Middle East. And all
these parties, along with most of the inter-
national community, now share the goal of
a peaceful, democratic Palestinian state—a
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level of consensus never before seen on this
crucial issue.

The past 5 years have also brought devel-
opments far too familiar in the recent history
of the region. Confronted with the prospect
of peace, extremists have responded with acts
of aggression and terror. In Gaza, Hamas
radicals betrayed the Palestinian people with
a lawless and violent takeover. By its actions,
Hamas has demonstrated beyond all doubt
that it is devoted to extremism and murder
than to serving the Palestinian people.

This is a moment of clarity for all Palestin-
ians. And now comes a moment of choice.
The alternatives before the Palestinian peo-
ple are stark. There is the vision of Hamas,
which the world saw in Gaza—with mur-
derers in black masks and summary execu-
tions and men thrown to their death from
rooftops. By following this path, the Pales-
tinian people would guarantee chaos and suf-
fering and the endless perpetuation of griev-
ance. They would surrender their future to
Hamas’s foreign sponsors in Syria and Iran.
And they would crush the possibility of any—
of a Palestinian state.

There’s another option, and that’s a hope-
ful option. It is the vision of President Abbas
and Prime Minister Fayyad; it’s the vision of
their Government; it’s the vision of a peace-
ful state called Palestine as a homeland for
the Palestinian people. To realize this vision,
these leaders are striving to build the institu-
tions of a modern democracy. They’re work-
ing to strengthen the Palestinian security
services, so they can confront the terrorists
and protect the innocent. Theyre acting to
set up competent ministries that deliver serv-
ices without corruption. They're taking steps
to improve the economy and unleash the nat-
ural enterprise of the Palestinian people. And
they're ensuring that Palestinian society op-
erates under the rule of law. By following
this path, Palestinians can reclaim their dig-
nity and their future and establish a state of
their own.

Only the Palestinians can decide which of
these courses to pursue. Yet all responsible
nations have a duty to help clarify the way
forward. By supporting the reforms of Presi-
dent Abbas and Prime Minister Fayyad, we
can help them show the world what a Pales-
tinian state would look like and act like. We
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can help them prove to the world, the region,
and Israel that a Palestinian state would be
a partner, not a danger. We can help them
make clear to all Palestinians that rejecting
violence is the surest path to security and
a better life. And we can help them dem-
onstrate to the extremists once and for all
that terror will have no place in a Palestinian
state.

So in consultation with our partners in the
Quartet—the European Union, Russia, and
the United Nations—the United States is
taking a series of steps to strengthen the
forces of moderation and peace among the
Palestinian people.

First, we are strengthening our financial
commitment. Immediately after President
Abbas expelled Hamas from the Palestinian
Government, the United States lifted finan-
cial restrictions on the Palestinian Authority
that we had imposed. This year, we will pro-
vide the Palestinians with more than $190
million in American assistance, including
funds for humanitarian relief in Gaza. To
build on this support, I recently authorized
the Overseas Private Investment Corporation
to join in a program that will help generate
$228 million in lending to Palestinian busi-
nesses. Today I announce our intention to
make a direct contribution of $80 million to
help Palestinians reform their security serv-
ices, a vital effort they're undertaking with
the guidance of American General Keith
Dayton. We will work with Congress and
partners around the world to provide addi-
tional resources once a plan to build Pales-
tinian institutions is in place. With all of this
assistance, we are showing the Palestinian
people that a commitment to peace leads to
the generous support of the United States.

Second, we're strengthening our political
and diplomatic commitment. Again today
President Abbas and Prime Minister Olmert
sat down together to discuss priorities and
resolve issues. Secretary Rice and I have
strongly supported these meetings, and she
has worked with both parties to sketch out
a political horizon for a Palestinian state.
Now we will intensify these efforts, with the
goal of increasing the confidence of all par-
ties in a two-state solution. And we will con-
tinue to deliver a firm message to Hamas:
You must stop Gaza from being a safe haven
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for attacks against Israel. You must accept
the legitimate Palestinian Government, per-
mit humanitarian aid in Gaza, and dismantle
the militias. And you must reject violence,
and recognize Israel’s right to exist, and com-
mit to all previous agreements between the
parties. As I said in the Rose Garden 5 years
ago, a Palestinian state will never be created
by terror.

Third, we’re strengthening our commit-
ment to helping build the institutions of a
Palestinian state. Last month, former Prime
Minister—British Prime Minister Tony Blair
agreed to take on a new role as Quartet rep-
resentative. In this post, he will coordinate
international efforts to help the Palestinians
establish the institutions of a strong and last-
ing free society, including effective governing
structures, a sound financial system, and the
rule of law. He will encourage young Pal-
estinians to participate in the political proc-
ess. And America will strongly support his
work to help Palestinian leaders answer their
people’s desire to live in peace.

All the steps I've outlined are designed to
lay the foundation for a successful Palestinian
state in the West Bank and Gaza—a nation
with functioning political institutions and ca-
pable security forces and leaders who reject
terror and violence. With the proper founda-
tion, we can soon begin serious negotiations
toward the creation of a Palestinian state.

These negotiations must resolve difficult
questions and uphold clear principles. They
must ensure that Israel is secure. They must
guarantee that a Palestinian state is viable
and contiguous. And they must lead to a ter-
ritorial settlement, with mutually agreed bor-
ders reflecting previous lines and current re-
alities and mutually agreed adjustments.
America is prepared to lead discussions to
address these issues, but they must be re-
solved by Palestinians and Israelis them-
selves. Resolving these issues would help
show Palestinians a clear way forward. And
ultimately, it could lead to a final peace in
the Middle East, a permanent end to the
conflict, and an agreement on all issues, in-
cluding refugees and Jerusalem.

To make this prospect a reality, the Pales-
tinian people must decide that they want a
future of decency and hope, not a future of
terror and death. They must match their
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words denouncing terror with action to com-
bat terror. The Palestinian Government must
arrest terrorists, dismantle their infrastruc-
ture, and confiscate illegal weapons—as the
roadmap requires. They must work to stop
attacks on Israel and to free the Israeli soldier
held hostage by extremists. And they must
enforce the law without corruption, so they
can earn the trust of their people and of the
world. Taking these steps will enable the Pal-
estinians to have a state of their own. And
there’s only one way to end the conflict, and
nothing less is acceptable.

Israel has a clear path. Prime Minister
Olmert must continue to release Palestinian
tax revenues to the Government of Prime
Minister Fayyad. Prime Minister Olmert has
also made clear that Israel’s future lies in de-
veloping areas like the Negev and Galilee,
not in continuing occupation of the West
Bank. This is a reality that Prime Minister
Sharon recognized as well. So unauthorized
outposts should be removed and settlement
expansion ended. At the same time, Israelis
should find other practical ways to reduce
their footprint without reducing their secu-
rity so they can help President Abbas im-
prove economic and humanitarian condi-
tions. They should be confident that the
United States will never abandon its commit-
ment to the security of Israel as a Jewish state
and homeland for the Jewish people.

The international community must rise to
the moment and provide decisive support to
responsible Palestinian leaders working for
peace. One forum to deliver that support is
the Ad Hoc Liaison Committee, a group
chaired by Norway that includes the United
States and Japan, the World Bank and the
International Monetary Fund, and Arab
States such as Saudi Arabia, Egypt, and Jor-
dan. Today I call for a session of this com-
mittee to gather soon, so that the world can
back its words in real support for the new
Palestinian Government.

The world can do more to build the condi-
tions for peace. So I will call together an
international meeting this fall of representa-
tives from nations that support a two-state
solution, reject violence, recognize Israel’s
right to exist, and commit to all previous
agreements between the parties. The key
participants in this meeting will be the
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Israelis, the Palestinians, and their neighbors
in the region. Secretary Rice will chair the
meeting. She and her counterparts will re-
view the progress that has been made toward
building Palestinian institutions. They will
look for innovative and effective ways to sup-
port further reform. And they will provide
diplomatic support for the parties in their bi-
lateral discussions and negotiations, so that
we can move forward on a successful path
to a Palestinian state.

Arab States have a pivotal role to play as
well. They should show strong support for
President Abbas’s Government and reject
the violent extremism of Hamas. They should
use their resources to provide much-needed
assistance to the Palestinian people. Nations
like Jordan and Egypt, which are natural
gateways for Palestinian exports, should open
up trade to create opportunities on both sides
of the border.

Arab nations should also take an active part
in promoting peace negotiations. Re-
launching the Arab League initiative was a
welcome first step. Now Arab nations should
build on this initiative by ending the fiction
that Israel does not exist, stopping the incite-
ment of hatred in their official media, and
sending cabinet-level visitors to Israel. With
all these steps, today’s Arab leaders can show
themselves to be the equals of peacemakers
like Anwar Sadat and King Hussein of Jor-
dan.

The conflict in Gaza and the West Bank
today is a struggle between extremists and
moderates. And these are not the only places
where the forces of radicalism and violence
threaten freedom and peace. The struggle
between extremists and moderates is also
playing out in Lebanon, where Hizballah and
Syria and Iran are trying to destabilize the
popularly elected Government. The struggle
is playing out in Afghanistan, where the
Taliban and Al Qaida are trying to roll back
democratic gains. And the struggle is playing
out in Iraq, where Al Qaida, insurgents, and
militia are trying to defy the will of nearly
12 million Iragis who voted for a free future.

Ceding any of these struggles to extremists
would have deadly consequences for the re-
gion and the world. So in Gaza and the West
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Bank and beyond, the international commu-
nity must stand with the brave men and
women who are working for peace.

Recent days have brought a chapter of up-
heaval and uncertainty in the Middle East.
But the story does not have to end that way.
After the wave of killing by Hamas last
month, a 16-year-old girl in Gaza City told
a reporter, “The gunmen want to destroy the
culture of our fathers and grandfathers. We
will not allow them to do it.” She went on,
“T'm saying it’s enough killing. Enough.”

That young woman speaks for millions—
in Gaza, the West Bank, in Israel, in Arab
nations, and in every nation. And now the
world must answer her call. We must show
that in the face of extremism and violence,
we stand on the side of tolerance and de-
cency. In the face of chaos and murder, we
stand on the side of law and justice. And in
the face of terror and cynicism and anger,
we stand on the side of peace in the Holy
Land.

Thank you.

NoTE: The President spoke at 1:09 p.m. in the
Cross Hall at the White House. In his remarks,
he referred to President Mahmoud Abbas (Abu
Mazen) and Prime Minister Salam Fayyad of the
Palestinian Authority; Lt. Gen. Keith W. Dayton,
USA, U.S. security coordinator to Israel and the
Palestinian Authority; Prime Minister Ehud
Olmert and former Prime Minister Ariel Sharon
of Israel; and Gilad Shalit, Israeli soldier captured
and held captive by militants in Gaza since June
25, 2006.

Letter to Congressional Leaders on
Review of Title III of the Cuban
Liberty and Democratic Solidarity
(LIBERTAD) Act of 1996

July 16, 2007

Dear :

Consistent with section 306(c)(2) of the
Cuban Liberty and Democratic Solidarity
(LIBERTAD) Act of 1996 (Public Law 104—
114) (the “Act”), I hereby determine and re-
port to the Congress that suspension for 6
months beyond August 1, 2007, of the right
to bring an action under title III of the Act
is necessary to the national interests of the
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United States and will expedite a transition
to democracy in Cuba.
Sincerely,

George W. Bush

NOTE: Note: Identical letters were sent to Joseph
R. Biden, Jr., chairman, and Richard G. Lugar,
ranking member, Senate Committee on Foreign
Relations; Robert C. Byrd, chairman, and W.
Thad Cochran, ranking member, Senate Com-
mittee on Appropriations; Thomas P. Lantos,
chairman, and Ileana Ros-Lehtinen, ranking
member, House Committee on Foreign Affairs;
and David R. Obey, chairman, and Charles J.
“Jerry” Lewis, ranking member, House Com-
mittee on Appropriations. This letter was released
by the Office of the Press Secretary on July 17.

Remarks on Presenting the
Congressional Gold Medal to
Norman E. Borlaug

July 17, 2007

Thank you all. Madam Speaker, thank you.
Madam Speaker, Mr. Leader, members of
the congressional leadership, members of the
TIowa delegation, fighting Texas A&M Aggies,
Dr. Borlaug, and his family.

All around us are testaments to our Repub-
lic’s young and storied history. Yet sometimes
it takes a ceremony like this to remind us
what a special place America is.

Ours is a land of hope and promise and
compassion. And we see that compassion and
promise in the man we honor today—a
farmboy, educated in a one-room school-
house, who left the golden fields of Iowa to
become known as “the man who fed the
world.”

Many have highlighted Norman Borlaug’s
achievements in turning ordinary staples
such as wheat and rice into miracles that
brought hope to millions. I particularly ap-
preciated the story about a former Vice Presi-
dent and fellow Towan named Henry Wal-
lace, who once came to observe Norman’s
grain experiments up close. The Vice Presi-
dent looked around and then asked why a
good Towa boy like Norman wasn’t working
on something to do with corn. [Laughter]

Norman Borlaug’s life has taken him from
laboratories in America and Mexico to dusty
villages throughout the developing world. He
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has consulted with Presidents and Prime
Ministers in important countries like Paki-
stan and India. He’s helped inspire students
at Texas A&M, where an institute bearing
his name is dedicated to completing his life’s
work. To this day Norman leads an active
life—listen to a friend. He said, “Norman
spends half his year in Texas, half his year
in Mexico, and the other half wherever else
he’s needed.” [Laughter] That is interesting
math. I was going to say that I bet some of
us wish we could use that kind of math dur-
ing the budget process here in the Capitol.
[Laughter] I'm afraid sometimes we do.

What that friend meant was that Norman
Borlaug has lived his life with urgency. He
has long understood that one of the greatest
threats to global progress is the torment of
human hunger, and we've seen that plague
haunt history many times. Famine in the
mid-1800s forced hundreds of thousands of
Irish citizens to take a sad and desperate
journey to America and turned the Atlantic
Ocean into what an Irish poet called “a bowl
of bitter tears.” More than a century later,
wrenching images of emaciated children in
Ethiopia rallied the world to the tragedy of
famine. Hunger continues to cast its miser-
able shadow across much of the developing
world, robbing villages of children and forc-
ing human beings to make desperate and
daily searches for food and clean water.

Wealthy and prosperous nations have a
moral obligation to help poor and struggling
people find their own paths to progress and
plenty. To whom much is given, much is re-
quired, and we’ve been given a lot here in
America. It’s the calling of our conscience,
and it's a compelling national interest. A
quote that Dr. Borlaug made reference to
when he received the Nobel Prize says it
well: “You can’t build peace on empty stom-
achs.”

In the past half-century, we have seen a
glimpse of the world that is yet to come.
Since the end of the World War 11, the ad-
vance of trade and technology has lifted hun-
dreds of millions of people out of poverty.
That’s really the triumph of human liberty
stretching across natural boundaries. It is a
tribute to innovation and entrepreneurship.
And these are the characteristics that can be
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found in the very best of our citizens, such
as the man we honor today.

When Dr. Borlaug received the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom from one of my
predecessors, Gerald Ford, the citation noted
that Norman’s work “has pushed back the
shadow of hunger on this planet and given
us precious time to force its final retreat.”
That final retreat will come only as long as
we hold in our hearts the revolutionary spirit
of men like Norman Borlaug, whose Green
Revolution brought hope to troubled corners
of the world, where grateful villagers still
praise his name.

The most fitting tribute we can offer this
good man is to renew ourselves to his life’s
work and lead a second Green Revolution
that feeds the world. And today we’ll make
a pledge to do so.

Dr. Borlaug, I thank you for your vision
and dedication. I thank you for leading a life
of great purpose and achievement. I thank
you for proving to Americans that what we
learned as children is still true, that one
human being can change the world. May God
bless you, sir. May God continue to bless our
wonderful country.

And now I ask the Speaker and Senator
Reid to join me for the Gold Medal Presen-
tation.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:53 a.m. in the
Rotunda at the U.S. Capitol.

Remarks Following a Meeting With
Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon of
the United Nations

July 17, 2007

President Bush. Mr. Secretary-General,
welcome. Thanks for coming. We’ve just had
a wide-ranging and full discussion on a lot
of issues. First, Mr. Secretary-General, I ap-
preciate you, one, taking on this job; two,
working extremely hard; and, three, doing a
fine job. I admire the values you hold dear
to your heart, and I appreciate the chance
to share some thoughts with you.

We discussed a lot of issues. We have dis-
cussed Darfur. We discussed proliferation.
We discussed the potential trial for—on
the—about Hariri. The Secretary-General
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and I talked about the speech I gave yester-
day on the Middle East. We have talked
about Afghanistan and Iraq.

And one of the things I briefed the Sec-
retary on was my views about extremism and
these radicals that will do anything to disrupt
the goals set by the United Nations and/or
disrupt the advance of democracy in peaceful
societies. Al Qaida is strong today, but they’re
not nearly as strong as they were prior to
September the 11th, 2001. And the reason
why is, is because we’ve been working with
the world to keep the pressure on, to stay
on the offense, to bring them to justice so
they won’t hurt us again, to defeat them
where we find them.

And now we find them in Iraq. These kill-
ers in Iraq, people who will kill innocent life
to stop the advent of democracy, people who
are trying to get on our TV screens on a daily
basis to drive us out, have got ambitions and
plans. These people have sworn allegiance
to the very same man who ordered the attack
on September the 11th, 2001, Usama bin
Laden. And they want us to leave parts of
the world, like Iraq, so they can establish a
safe haven from which to spread their poi-
sonous ideology. And we are steadfast in our
determination to not only protect the Amer-
ican people but to protect these young de-
mocracies. And I appreciate your interest in
the subject.

Al Qaida would have been a heck of a lot
stronger today had we not stayed on the of-
fense. And it’s in the interest of the United
States to not only defeat them overseas so
we don’t have to face them here but also
to spread an ideology that will defeat their
ideology every time, and that’s the ideology
based upon liberty.

So, Mr. Secretary-General, I'm proud to
have you here, and thank you for your leader-
ship.

.gecretary—General Ban. Thank you very
much, Mr. President. This is my second time
to have—for meeting with you in this Oval
Office. I appreciate your strong support and
active participation of the United States in
the United Nations. And I'm very much
grateful for all the strong support for peace-
keeping operations.

In addition to what President Bush has just
mentioned on the issues we have covered,
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I'd like to mention just a few of importance,
in my—f{rom my perspective. First of all, I
welcome the interest which you have an-
nounced yesterday for the comprehensive
Middle East peace process. As a member of
the Quartet, I am prepared to work very
closely to see expedited peace process in the
Middle East.

As for Iraqi situation, this is a problem of
the whole world. And as far as the United
Nations is concerned, we are prepared to
contribute to Iraqi Government and people
to help them overcome this difficulty, in
close coordination with the MNF and includ-
ing the United States. We are going to help
their political facilitation as well as economic
and social reconstruction. And we also are
going to continue the international compact
process for Iraq, as well as expanded—]in-
audible]—foreign ministers meeting. This
will provide good opportunity for Iraqi peo-
ple and international community to work to-
gether for peace and security in Iraq.

In Darfur situations, we have made consid-
erable progress. And we are going to step
up the political process. We have made a
positive development yesterday in Tripoli
through the meeting chaired by United Na-
tions and African Union. We are going to
have negotiation, prenegotiation in Arusha,
Tanzania, in early August. We are also going
to facilitate humanitarian assistance. I'm
going to step up efforts to deploy hybrid op-
erations as soon as possible in Darfur to re-
solve this issue as soon as possible. In that
regard, I appreciate U.S. Government strong
support in this matter.

On climate change, which is a very impor-
tant issue for all humankind, I appreciate
President Bush’s initiative during
Heiligendamm G-8 summit meeting. I ex-
tended an official invitation to President
Bush today to attend, to participate in a high-
level U.N. debate on climate change, which
will be held on September 24th. Your partici-
pation will be very much appreciated, and
I'm looking forward to welcoming you in
New York.

Lastly, on North Korean nuclear issue, I
appreciate the U.S. Government initiative
and flexibility in promoting development of
these issues. I'm encouraged and I welcome
the recent development of situation. I hope
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that the parties concerned, including DPRK,
will take necessary measures to implement
this joint statement to realize the
denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula as
soon as possible.

Thank you very much for your hospitality.

President Bush. Thank you, sir. Thank
you all.

NoTE: The President spoke at 2:16 p.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House.

Statement on the Resignation of
R. James Nicholson as Secretary of
Veterans Affairs

July 17, 2007

Jim Nicholson has served his country and
his fellow veterans with distinction. I appre-
ciate his willingness to serve and his leader-
ship as Secretary of Veterans Affairs.

For over 2% years, Jim has worked to im-
prove the Federal Government’s ability to
care for our Nation’s veterans. As our troops
continue to fight in the global war on terror,
Jim has led innovative efforts to ensure that
the Department of Veterans Affairs is better
prepared to address the challenges facing our
newest generation of heroes after they return
home. He has also launched a major informa-
tion technology transformation in the VA that
has strengthened the Department’s ability to
protect patient health information. As a vet-
eran, as a son of a veteran, and as a father
of a veteran, Jim should be especially proud
of his service to those who have worn Amer-
ica’s uniform.

I also appreciate Jim’s service as U.S. Am-
bassador to the Holy See, where he cham-
pioned human dignity and freedom for peo-
ple throughout the world.

I thank Jim for his friendship and his lead-
ership during this historic time. Laura and
I'wish Jim and Suzanne all the best.

Executive Order 13438—Blocking
Property of Certain Persons Who
Threaten Stabilization Efforts in Iraq
July 17, 2007

By the authority vested in me as President
by the Constitution and the laws of the
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United States of America, including the
International Emergency Economic Powers
Act, as amended (50 U.S.C. 1701 et
seq.)(IEEPA), the National Emergencies Act
(50 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.)(NEA), and section
301 of title 3, United States Code,

I, George W. Bush, President of the
United States of America, find that, due to
the unusual and extraordinary threat to the
national security and foreign policy of the
United States posed by acts of violence
threatening the peace and stability of Iraq
and undermining efforts to promote eco-
nomic reconstruction and political reform in
Iraq and to provide humanitarian assistance
to the Iraqi people, it is in the interests of
the United States to take additional steps
with respect to the national emergency de-
clared in Executive Order 13303 of May 22,
2003, and expanded in Executive Order
13315 of August 28, 2003, and relied upon
for additional steps taken in Executive Order
13350 of July 29, 2004, and Executive Order
13364 of November 29, 2004. I hereby order:

Section 1. (a) Except to the extent pro-
vided in section 203(b)(1), (3), and (4) of
IEEPA (50 U.S.C. 1702(b)(1), (3), and (4)),
or in regulations, orders, directives, or li-
censes that may be issued pursuant to this
order, and notwithstanding any contract en-
tered into or any license or permit granted
prior to the date of this order, all property
and interests in property of the following per-
sons, that are in the United States, that here-
after come within the United States, or that
are or hereafter come within the possession
or control of United States persons, are
blocked and may not be transferred, paid,
exported, withdrawn, or otherwise dealt in:
any person determined by the Secretary of
the Treasury, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of State and the Secretary of Defense,

(i) to have committed, or to pose a sig-
nificant risk of committing, an act or
acts of violence that have the purpose
or effect of:

(A) threatening the peace or stability
of Iraq or the Government of Iraq;
or

(B) undermining efforts to promote
economic reconstruction and political
reform in Iraq or to provide humani-
tarian assistance to the Iraqi people;
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(ii) to have materially assisted, sponsored,
or provided financial, material,
logistical, or technical support for, or
goods or services in support of, such
an act or acts of violence or any per-
son whose property and interests in
property are blocked pursuant to this
order; or

(iii) to be owned or controlled by, or to
have acted or purported to act for or
on behalf of, directly or indirectly, any
person whose property and interests
in property are blocked pursuant to
this order.

(b) The prohibitions in subsection (a) of
this section include, but are not limited to,
(i) the making of any contribution or provi-
sion of funds, goods, or services by, to, or
for the benefit of any person whose property
and interests in property are blocked pursu-
ant to this order, and (ii) the receipt of any
contribution or provision of funds, goods, or
services from any such person.

Sec. 2. (a) Any transaction by a United
States person or within the United States that
evades or avoids, has the purpose of evading
or avoiding, or attempts to violate any of the
prohibitions set forth in this order is prohib-
ited.

(b) Any conspiracy formed to violate any
of the prohibitions set forth in this order is
prohibited.

Sec. 3. For purposes of this order:

(a) the term “person” means an individual
or entity;

(b) the term “entity” means a partnership,
association, trust, joint venture, corporation,
group, subgroup, or other organization; and

(c) the term “United States person” means
any United States citizen, permanent resi-
dent alien, entity organized under the laws
of the United States or any jurisdiction within
the United States (including foreign
branches), or any person in the United
States.

Sec. 4. I hereby determine that the mak-
ing of donations of the type specified in sec-
tion 203(b)(2) of IEEPA (50 U.S.C.
1702(b)(2)) by, to, or for the benefit of, any
person whose property and interests in prop-
erty are blocked pursuant to this order would
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seriously impair my ability to deal with the
national emergency declared in Executive
Order 13303 and expanded in Executive
Order 13315, and I hereby prohibit such do-
nations as provided by section 1 of this order.

Sec. 5. For those persons whose property
and interests in property are blocked pursu-
ant to this order who might have a constitu-
tional presence in the United States, I find
that, because of the ability to transfer funds
or other assets instantaneously, prior notice
to such persons of measures to be taken pur-
suant to this order would render these meas-
ures ineffectual. I therefore determine that
for these measures to be effective in address-
ing the national emergency declared in Exec-
utive Order 13303 and expanded in Execu-
tive Order 13315, there need be no prior no-
tice of a listing or determination made pursu-
ant to section 1(a) of this order.

Sec. 6. The Secretary of the Treasury, in
consultation with the Secretary of State and
the Secretary of Defense, is hereby author-
ized to take such actions, including the pro-
mulgation of rules and regulations, and to
employ all powers granted to the President
by IEEPA as may be necessary to carry out
the purposes of this order. The Secretary of
the Treasury may redelegate any of these
functions to other officers and agencies of
the United States Government, consistent
with applicable law. All agencies of the
United States Government are hereby di-
rected to take all appropriate measures with-
in their authority to carry out the provisions
of this order and, where appropriate, to ad-
vise the Secretary of the Treasury in a timely
manner of the measures taken.

Sec. 7. Nothing in this order is intended
to affect the continued effectiveness of any
rules, regulations, orders, licenses, or other
forms of administrative action issued, taken,
or continued in effect heretofore or hereafter
under 31 C.F.R. chapter V, except as ex-
pressly terminated, modified, or suspended
by or pursuant to this order.

Sec. 8. This order is not intended to, and
does not, create any right, benefit, or privi-
lege, substantive or procedural, enforceable
at law or in equity by any party against the
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United States, its departments, agencies, in-
strumentalities, or entities, its officers or em-
ployees, or any other person.

George W. Bush

The White House,
July 17, 2007.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
8:57 a.m., July 18, 2007]

NoOTE: This Executive order was published in the
Federal Register on July 19.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting an Executive Order
Blocking Property of Additional
Persons in Connection With the
National Emergency With Respect to
Iraq

July 17, 2007

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act, as amended (50
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.(IEEPA), I hereby report
that I have issued an Executive Order block-
ing property of persons determined to have
committed, or to pose a significant risk of
committing, an act or acts of violence that
have the purpose or effect of threatening the
peace or stability of Iraq or the Government
of Iraq or undermining efforts to promote
economic reconstruction and political reform
in Iraq or to provide humanitarian assistance
to the Iraqi people. I issued this order to
take additional steps with respect to the na-
tional emergency declared in Executive
Order 13303 of May 22, 2003, and expanded
in Executive Order 13315 of August 28,
2003, and relied upon for additional steps
taken in Executive Order 13350 of July 29,
2004, and Executive Order 13364 of Novem-
ber 29, 2004. In these previous Executive Or-
ders, I ordered various measures to address
the unusual and extraordinary threat to the
national security and foreign policy of the
United States posed by obstacles to the or-
derly reconstruction of Iraq, the restoration
and maintenance of peace and security in
that country, and the development of polit-
ical, administrative, and economic institu-
tions in Iraq.
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My new order takes additional steps with
respect to the national emergency declared
in Executive Order 13303 and expanded in
Executive Order 13315 by blocking the prop-
erty and interests in property of persons de-
termined by the Secretary of the Treasury,
in consultation with the Secretary of State
and the Secretary of Defense, to have com-
mitted, or to pose a significant risk of com-
mitting, an act or acts of violence that have
the purpose or effect of threatening the
peace or stability of Iraq or the Government
of Iraq or undermining efforts to promote
economic reconstruction and political reform
in Iraq or to provide humanitarian assistance
to the Iraqi people. The order further author-
izes the Secretary of the Treasury, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of State and the
Secretary of Defense, to designate for block-
ing those persons determined to have materi-
ally assisted, sponsored, or provided finan-
cial, material, logistical, or technical support
for, or goods or services in support of, such
an act or acts of violence or any person des-
ignated pursuant to this order, or to be
owned or controlled by, or to have acted or
purported to act for or on behalf of, directly
or indirectly, any person whose property and
interests in property are blocked pursuant to
this order.

I delegated to the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, in consultation with the Secretary of
State and the Secretary of Defense, the au-
thority to take such actions, including the
promulgation of rules and regulations, and
to employ all powers granted to the President
by IEEPA as may be necessary to carry out
the purposes of my order. I am enclosing a
copy of the Executive Order I have issued.

George W. Bush

The White House,
July 17, 2007.

Remarks Following a Discussion on
Health Care in Landover, Maryland

July 18, 2007

Today I've had a really good discussion
about health care and health care problems
with three business owners and employees
of the small business with Secretary Leavitt
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and Mark McClellan and Administrator Pres-
ton. I heard a common complaint, that health
care is—the costs are too high; that small-
business owners feel very pinched by these
high costs; that they don’t like the idea of
having to make the decision between pro-
viding health care for their employees and
not expanding their businesses.

And the fundamental question, given these
frustrations, is what do we do about it as a
nation? There is an interesting debate taking
place in Congress, and there is a philo-
sophical divide. Some in Congress believe
the best solution to solving the frustrations
of uninsured and high costs for small busi-
nesses is to expand the role of government.
I have a different point of view. I believe
the best way to deal with the frustrations of
high cost of health care and uninsured is to
change the Tax Code, is to make health care
in the private sector more affordable and
more available.

The debate in Congress is now centering
around what’s called SCHIP, which is the
Children’s Health Care Insurance Program.
It was a program initially designed to help
poor families afford health care for their chil-
dren. I support that concept. As a matter of
fact, the budget I submitted funds health
care for poor children. Members of Congress
have decided, however, to expand the pro-
gram to include, in some cases, up to families
earning $80,000 a year, which would cause
people to drop their private insurance in
order to be involved with a government in-
surance plan.

And when you couple that with the idea
that some have suggested of reducing the age
at which you can be eligible for Medicare,
you're beginning to get a sense of a strategy
to grow the government role in the provision
of health care. I believe government cannot
provide affordable health care. I believe—
it would cause the quality of care to diminish.
I believe there would be lines and rationing
over time. If Congress continues to insist
upon expanding health care through the
SCHIP program, which, by the way, would
entail a huge tax increase for the American
people, I'll veto the bill.

Our proposal is a strategy that says to
small-business owners and individuals, we
want you, one, to be in charge of your health
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care system—health care decisions; and, two,
we believe you're discriminated against in the
Tax Code. You work for a large company,
you get a tax break on your health care. You
work for a small business and/or you're in
the individual market, you don’t get the same
tax break. And that’s unfair, and it’s not right.
And therefore, I have proposed to the United
States Congress that we have a $15,000 de-
ductible for families and a $7,500 deductible
for individuals, all aimed at encouraging peo-
ple to be able to afford insurance and aime
at the encouragement of the development of
an individual market.

I believe strongly that small businesses
ought to be afforded the chance to purchase
health care across jurisdictional boundaries.
Mike owns a small restaurant, he ought to
be able to pool risk with restaurants in Texas
or California or anywhere else, so he can bet-
ter afford insurance. I want patients making
decisions, not bureaucrats in Washington,
DC. I want the system to benefit the indi-
vidual, the small-business owner, not large
insurance companies.

And T really do believe that government
involvement in health care will lead to less
quality care and rationing over time. And
therefore, we proposed a plan. I urge the
Congress to work with us on making the Tax
Code fair. I know there are different ideas
as to whether or not there ought to be a
$15,000 deductible or a credit. I'm open-
minded; I'm willing to listen. But what I'm
not willing to listen to is a direct expansion
of the Federal role in providing—a massive
expansion of the Federal role in providing
health care for individuals across the country.

Thank you all for having me. Cliff, thank
you; you have a very interesting company
here. I'm proud to be with small-business
owners. I understand the role of small busi-
nesses in our society. We have worked to re-
duce taxes on small businesses because we
want you to grow. And the fact that you are
growing across the country collectively is one
reason why our economy is so strong. And
this economy is doing well. The unemploy-
ment rate is 4.5 percent; small businesses are
growing; people are working; stock market
is up; inflation is down. And we're going to
keep it that way. One way you keep it that
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way is to have good health care policy ema-
nating out of Washington and another is to
keep taxes low. And that’s what we're going
to do. So thank you all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:27 a.m. at Man
& Machine, Inc. Participating in the discussion
were Mark B. McClellan, visiting senior fellow,
AEI-Brookings Joint Center for Regulatory Stud-
ies; Mike Kostinsky, owner, and Debbie Couch,
manager, Sorrento of Arbutus; Clifton Broumand,
president and chief executive officer, and Lenny
Merryman, operations manager, Man & Machine,
Inc.; and Phyllis Burlage, owner, and Lori
Emmert, office manager, Burlage & Associates.
The Office of the Press Secretary also released
a Spanish language transcript of these remarks.

Remarks Following a Meeting With
the Import Safety Working Group
July 18, 2007

The American people expect their Govern-
ment to work tirelessly to make sure con-
sumer products are safe. And that is precisely
what my administration is doing.

I've called together key members of my
Cabinet to review the procedures in place,
the regulations in place, the practices in place
to make sure that our food supply remains
the safest in the world. The world is chang-
ing, and in order to make sure that we can
continue to have the confidence of our con-
sumers, that we will continually review prac-
tices and procedures to assure the American
consumer.

And so I've asked Mike Leavitt, the Sec-
retary of HHS, to lead a task group that will
report back to me in 60 days on a strategy
that will review procedures in place and reg-
ulations in place to make sure that theyre
meeting the needs of a changing world; that
part of our strategy is we work with our coun-
tries from which we import goods to make
sure that their procedures and practices will
give us comfort. And finally, we’ll be working
with companies that import goods from
around the world to make sure that their
practices meet the high standards that we set
for the United States.

This is a serious issue—food safety and
consumer safety is a serious issue. We take
it seriously, and we spend a lot of time on
it in this administration. So, Michael, I want
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to thank you very much for taking on this
task force. It’s important for the American
people to know their Government is on top
of the situation and constantly reviewing pro-
cedures and practices. So thank you.

NotE: The President spoke at 2:50 p.m. in the
Roosevelt Room at the White House.

Executive Order 13439—
Establishing an Interagency Working
Group on Import Safety

July 18, 2007

By the authority vested in me as President
by the Constitution and the laws of the
United States of America, and to ensure that
the executive branch takes all appropriate
steps to promote the safety of imported prod-
ucts, it is hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. Establishment of Interagency
Working Group on Import Safety. The Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services shall
establish within the Department of Health
and Human Services for administrative pur-
poses only an Interagency Working Group
on Import Safety (Working Group).

Sec. 2. Membership and Operation of
Working Group.

(a) The Working Group shall consist exclu-
sively of the following members, or their des-
ignees who shall be officers of the United
States appointed by the President or mem-
bers of the Senior Executive Service:

(i) the Secretary of Health and Human
Services, who shall serve as Chair;
(ii) the Secretary of State;
(iii) the Secretary of the Treasury;
(iv) the Attorney General;
(v) the Secretary of Agriculture;
(vi) the Secretary of Commerce;
(vii) the Secretary of Transportation;
(viii) the Secretary of Homeland Security;
(ix) the Director of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget;
(x) the United States Trade Representa-
tive;
(xi) the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency;
(xii) the Chairman of the Consumer Prod-
uct Safety Commission; and
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(xiii) other officers or full-time or perma-
nent part-time employees of the
United States, as determined by the
Chair, with the concurrence of the
head of the department or agency
concerned.

(b) The Chair shall convene and preside
at meetings of the Working Group, deter-
mine its agenda, and direct its work. The
Chair may establish and direct subgroups of
the Working Group, as appropriate to deal
with particular subject matters, that shall
consist exclusively of members of the Work-
ing Group. The Chair shall designate an offi-
cer or employee of the Department of
Health and Human Services to serve as the
Executive Secretary of the Working Group.
The Executive Secretary shall head any staff
assigned to the Working Group and any sub-
groups thereof, and such staff shall consist
exclusively of full-time or permanent part-
time Federal employees.

Sec. 3. Mission of Working Group. The
mission of the Working Group shall be to
identify actions and appropriate steps that
can be pursued, within existing resources, to
promote the safety of imported products, in-
cluding the following:

(a) reviewing or assessing current proce-
dures and methods aimed at ensuring the
safety of products exported to the United
States, including reviewing existing coopera-
tion with foreign governments, foreign man-
ufacturers, and others in the exporting coun-
try’s private sector regarding their inspection
and certification of exported goods and fac-
tories producing exported goods and consid-
ering whether additional initiatives should be
undertaken with respect to exporting coun-
tries or companies;

(b) identifying potential means to promote
all appropriate steps by U.S. importers to en-
hance the safety of imported products, in-
cluding identifying best practices by U.S. im-
porters in selection of foreign manufacturers,
inspecting manufacturing facilities, inspect-
ing goods produced on their behalf either be-
fore export or before distribution in the
United States, identifying origin of products,
and safeguarding the supply chain; and

(c) surveying authorities and practices of
Federal, State, and local government agen-
cies regarding the safety of imports to iden-
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tify best practices and enhance coordination
among agencies.

Sec. 4. Administration of Working Group.
The Chair shall, to the extent permitted by
law, provide administrative support and
funding for the Working Group.

Sec. 5. Recommendations of Working
Group. The Working Group shall provide
recommendations to the President, through
the Assistant to the President for Economic
Policy, on the matters set forth in section 3
within 60 days of the date of this order, un-
less the Chair determines that an extension
is necessary. The Working Group may take
other actions it considers appropriate to pro-
mote the safety of imported products.

Sec. 6. Termination of Working Group.
Following consultation with the Assistant to
the President for Economic Policy, the Chair
shall terminate the Working Group upon the
completion of its duties.

Sec. 7. General Provisions.

(a) Nothing in this order shall be construed
to impair or otherwise affect (i) authority
granted by law to a department, agency, or
the head thereof, or (ii) functions of the Di-
rector of the Office of Management and
Budget relating to budget, administrative, or
legislative proposals.

(b) This order shall be implemented con-
sistent with applicable law and subject to the
availability of appropriations.

(c) This order is not intended to, and does
not, create any right, benefit, or privilege,
substantive or procedural, enforceable at law
or in equity, by any party against the United
States, its departments, agencies, or entities,
its officers, employees, or agents, or any
other person.

George W. Bush
The White House,
July 18, 2007.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
10:46 a.m., July 19, 2007]

NotE: This Executive order was published in the
Federal Register on July 20.
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Statement on the Resignation of Liza
Wright as Director of Presidential
Personnel

July 18, 2007

Liza Wright has served as a valuable mem-
ber of my team for over 4Y% years. As Assist-
ant to the President and Director of Presi-
dential Personnel, she has been responsible
for recruiting thousands of talented people
to serve throughout the Federal Govern-
ment. I value her judgment and appreciate
her commitment to ensuring that we have
the right individuals in place to serve the
American people. Laura and I wish Liza,
Karl, and their two daughters all the best.

Remarks on the Federal Budget and
a Question-and-Answer Session in
Nashville, Tennessee

July 19, 2007

The President. Thank you all. Please sit
down. Thank you all for coming. I'm glad
youre here. Thanks, Darrell. Are you sure
you want the Federal Government moving
to Nashville? [Laughter]

Thanks for the invitation. I've got some
thoughts I'd like to share with you, and then
if you've got some questions, I'd love to an-
swer some. My job is the Commander in
Chief, and my job is the educator in chief.
And part of being the educator in chief is
to help our fellow citizens understand why
I've made some of the decisions I've made
that have affected your lives. And so thanks
for letting me come.

Here we are in the Presidential ball-
room—smart move, Darrell, to pick a Presi-
dential ballroom. [Laughter] I'm sorry Laura
is not with me. She is, first of all, a fabulous
woman. She is a patient woman. And she is
doing a marvelous job as the First Lady.

I want to thank Ralph Schulz, the presi-
dent and CEO of the Nashville Area Cham-
ber. I thank the business leaders who have
allowed me to come and visit with you. You
do have an exciting city here. This, of course,
is not my first time here. I can remember
being here in the Opryland hotel complex
when I was the owner of the Texas Rangers
baseball team. And I can remember coming

July 18 / Administration of George W. Bush, 2007

here for my mother and father’s 50th wed-
ding anniversary. They had a bunch of coun-
try and western singers sing to honor the 50th
wedding anniversary, and it was a special
time. And you're right; you've got a fabulous
city here.

I have just come from the Harrington’s
company, a small business here, the Nash-
ville Bun Company. And I know that some
of the employees from the Nashville Bun
Company are here. Thank you for being here
today. It’s quite an operation. I love going
to small businesses because the small-busi-
ness sector of our economy is really what
drives new job growth. If the small busi-
nesses are doing well in America, America
is doing well.

And so I went by to see this operation,
and I want to spend a little time talking about
small-business growth, if you don’t mind.
And so I want to thank the Harringtons;
they're good, solid Tennessee citizens who
are entrepreneurs, risk takers, dreamers.

I don’t intend to talk about this war against
radicals and extremism in my remarks. If
you've got questions, I'll be glad to answer
them. I do want to, though, pay homage to
those who wear the uniform. I'm honored
to be with you. Thanks for serving the coun-
try.
Cordia asked me in the limousine coming
over here, “Have you had any amazing expe-
riences as the President?” And, yes. [Laugh-
ter] I told her there’s no more amazing expe-
rience than to meet those who have served
in harm’s way and to realize the strength of
spirit of American citizens who volunteer
during a time of danger. And one of the
young men I have met during my Presi-
dency—I did so in my home State of Texas—
who is with us today, a man who is recovering
from terrible injury but has never lost the
spirit of life, Kevin Downs. He’s a good man.
We're going to get him some new legs, and
if he hurries up, he can outrun me on the
South Lawn of the White House. Proud that
Kevin’s mom and dad are here with us too.

I want to spend a little time on the econ-
omy and, more particularly, the budget.
You've got to worry about your budgets;
we've got to worry about your budget too,
since you're paying for it. [Laughter] There’s
a philosophical debate in Washington, and
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really it’s kind of to calibrate how much
money we need and how much money you
need. Some say we need more of your money
to expand the size and scope of government,
or, they would argue, more of your money
to balance the budget. Then there are those
like me in Washington who say, there’s ample
money in Washington to meet priorities, and
the more money you have in your pocket,
the better off the economy is. In other words,
let me put it bluntly: I think you can spend
your money better than the Federal Govern-
ment can spend your money.

Part of my job is to deal with problems.
And I try to do so with a set of principles
in mind. A principle is, you can spend your
money better than the government can, but
a further principle is, if you have more of
your money in your pocket to save, invest,
or spend, the economy is likely to—more
likely to grow.

We were confronted—this administration
has confronted some difficult economic
times, particularly earlier in this administra-
tion. There was a recession. There were the
terrorist attacks that affected the economy
in a very direct way. There were corporate
scandals which created some thousand—un-
certainty about our system that needed to be
corrected. And we responded to those prob-
lems by cutting taxes.

See, if you believe in the principle, the
more money you have—and all of a sudden,
you see some rough economic times, you act
on the principle. So I worked with Congress,
and we cut taxes on everybody who pays
taxes. On one of these tax cuts, we said, okay,
you deserve a tax cut, but you don’t deserve
a tax cut. It was the belief that everybody
who pays taxes ought to get tax relief.

And as you can see from this chart here,
this is what the tax cuts have meant in 2007.
But ever since they have been enacted, it
has got the same type of effect. So if you're
a average taxpayer, youre receiving $2,200
of tax relief. Some receive more; some re-
ceive less; but the average for all taxpayers
is $2.216.

See—and the fundamental question is,
does it make sense to have the average tax-
payer have that money in his or her pocket?
I think it does for a lot of reasons. It encour-
ages consumerism; it encourages investment;
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it enables people to be able to put money
aside for a family’s priorities. You don’t want
the government setting your priorities; you
set your own priorities. And if college hap-
pens to be a priority of yours—if you want
to save for your little guys coming up, here’s
some money for you to put aside. That’s what
the tax relief meant.

There’s obviously more tax relief for mar-
ried families with children because there’s
the child credit. I thought it makes sense to
say, if you've got a child, you ought to get
credit for that child when it comes to the
Tax Code to help you raise the children. You
know, we put the—did something on the
marriage penalty. Imagine a Tax Code that
penalizes marriage. That's what the code did
early on, and we mitigated the marriage pen-
alty and the Tax Code. We ought to be en-
couraging marriage not discouraging mar-
riage through bad tax policy.

The Nashville Bun Company folks are or-
ganized so that they pay tax at the individual
income tax level. A lot of small-business own-
ers know what I'm talking about. If you're
a LLC or a subchapter S, you don’t pay cor-
porate tax; you pay tax at the individual in-
come tax rates so that when you cut taxes
on all who paid income taxes, you're really
cutting taxes on small-business owners as
well. And if most new jobs are created by
small businesses, it makes a lot of sense if
youre dealing with economic problems to
cut the taxes on those who are creating new
jobs.

The more money in the small business’s
treasury, the more likely it is they’ll be able
to expand. And when they expand, the more
likely it is they’ll be hiring new people. We
also put incentives in the Tax Code that said
if you purchase equipment—you're a small-
business owner and you purchase equipment,
like the English muffin rolling deal or what-
ever you want to call it—[laughter]—getting
out of my lane here—[laughter]—we provide
an incentive in the Tax Code to encourage
you to purchase equipment. That not only
helps your business become more productive
and more competitive; the more productive
and competitive you become, the more likely
it is you'll be able to sustain growth and,
therefore, continue hiring.
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But it also means that the English muffin
manufacturing company—English  muffin
machine manufacturing company is more
likely to have work. In other words, there’s
an effect; the Tax Code can affect commerce.
And that’s exactly what we did, and we cut
the taxes, and it’s worked. This economy is
strong. Unemployment has dropped. Since
April of—August of 2003 we've added over
8.2 million new jobs. Productivity is up. Peo-
ple are working.

People are working. And that’s what we
want. We want people to say, I'm making
a living for my family, and I've got more
money in my pocket so I can make decisions
for the best of my family. And I'm going to
spend a little time, if you've got any ques-
tions, on how to keep it going strong.

But I now want to talk about the budget.
People say, you can’t balance the budget if
you cut taxes. That's one of the arguments
in Washington, DC. I think all of us would
like to balance the budget. But theyre say-
ing, “I'm going to raise your money—raise
your taxes so we can balance the budget.”
There’s a flaw in that argument, and that is,
most of the time they raise taxes on you, they
figure out new ways to spend the money, as
opposed to reckon it to deficit reduction. I've
got a better idea that I want to share with
you and share with the American people, and
that is, the best way to balance the budget
is to keep taxes low, growing the economy,
which will yield more tax revenue into the
economy. And it works, so long as you hold
spending down. And that’s the most impor-
tant thing, is to keep taxes low and spending
down.

And T got a chart here I'm about to show
you. Yes, there you go. And so I submitted
a budget based upon no tax increases and
being fiscally wise with your money. And
here’s the record of that plan. As you can
see there, we had a deficit of $413 billion
in 2004. This economy started picking up
steam, kept the taxes low, and tax revenues
started coming in, and then the deficit
dropped to 318, and it dropped to 245, and
it’s anticipated it’s going to be 205 in the year
2007. You can see the projection. We've done
this without raising your taxes. We've done
this by saying, keep taxes low; keep the econ-
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omy growing; and be wise about how we
spend your money.

I project—we project if we can continue
to have fiscal sanity in Washington, DC, that
we’ll be in surplus by the year 2012. That’s
where we're headed. And I believe we can
do so without penalizing the small-business
sector—or the large-business sector, for that
matter. And particularly, we can do so with-
out penalizing the families and individual tax-
payers in the country. But that’s the argu-
ment.

Now, the Democrats have submitted their
budget. Put up the next chart. Oops, that’s
my budget. This is non-defense discretionary
spending. This is what we propose, see. We
go to Congress and say, here’s our budget
proposals. We're going to make sure our
troops have what it takes to win this war
against these extremists and radicals. That’s
what the American people expect. But this
is—[applause].

So this is my proposal, and I'd like to show
you what the Democrats have proposed.
Here’s their proposal. They've added billions
of dollars in new spending on the budget they
submitted. The reason I'm—this is not a—
I'm not bashing anybody. I'm just—what I'm
here to do is educate you on the different
approaches to how were dealing with your
money when it comes to the Federal budget.
And as you notice, there is a—quite a dis-
parity about the different approaches of how
much money ought to be spent. You can’t
pay for the red lines unless you're willing to
raise taxes on the American people. I would
call that a return to the tax-and-spend days.
I have showed you our budget to get to sur-
plus, and it requires this level of increase in
spending—the blue.

The people now in charge of the House
and the Senate have submitted their own
budgets, their own blueprint for how we
should spend your money, and it’s reflected
in the red lines. Now, you can’t grow the
economy fast enough to get to the red lines.
And therefore, the only way to do so is to
run up your taxes.

I'd like you to see the next chart, if you
don’t mind. This is the tax increases inherent
in a different approach. As you can see, will
raise taxes 392 billion over 5 years and with
a $1.8 trillion increase in taxes in order to
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make the budget projections that they have
spent. I would warn the Nashville Bun Com-
pany to be very careful with this kind of ap-
proach because you can’t keep making buns
if the Democrats take all your dough.
[Laughter]

I don’t disparage anybody; there’s just a
difference of opinion. Part of my job is to
make it clear to people that there are choices
to make. And people got to understand this
budget process. You know, were throwing
around huge numbers in Washington, DC.
And the reason I've come today is to clarify
the difference of opinion so you can make
your own choice about the right approach.
I've obviously got my choice, but the Amer-
ican people need to know the facts so they
can make up their mind as the best approach
to dealing with the finances of the United
States today and tomorrow and for the next
decade to come. This is the tax increases that
will be required under one vision of dealing
with your money, and here’s my view of what
we ought to do on taxes—and, of course, the
comparison. [ Laughter]

We don’t need to raise your taxes in order
to balance the budget. We shouldn’t raise
your taxes in order to balance the budget.
As a matter of fact, we ought to keep your
taxes as low as possible to make sure this
economy continues to grow. So you’ll watch
this budget process and the appropriations
process unfold here. And it’s really important
for the leadership in Congress to pass the
appropriations  bills—that's the spending
bills—as quickly as possible. There’s 12
spending bills that are supposed to get to the
President’s desk.

And they need to be passing these things;
they need to be doing the people’s business
in Washington, DC. They need to have an
honest debate about the appropriations for
the different Departments that they’re deal-
ing with—an open, honest debate. They
ought not to be trying to slip special spending
measures in there without full transparency
and full debate; those are called entitlements.
And they ought to be wise about how they
spend your money. And they ought to get
these appropriations bills to my desk as
quickly as possible and not delay.

Now, I will tell you that there’s an inter-
esting relationship between the President
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and the Congress. The President [Con-
gress] * has got the right to initiate spending
bills, and they do; they've got the right to
decide how much money is spent. And I've
got the right to accept whether or not the
amount of money they spend is the right
amount. That's what's called the veto. If they
overspend or if they try to raise your taxes,
I'm going to veto their bills.

So T'd like—that's why I appreciate you
letting me come and give you a little budget
discussion. But I thought it would be appro-
priate, if you don’t mind, to answer some of
your questions, any question; I'd be glad to
answer them. I've been there for 6'% years;
if I can’t answer them, I can figure out how
not to answer them. [Laughter]

Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman.

Health Care Reform/Energy

Q. Your administration has been pro-small
business. How do we continue that philos-
ophy in Washington?

The President. Look, here’s the thing that
the country—first of all, tax policy helps
small businesses. If a small-business owner
has got certainty in the Tax Code that taxes
will remain low, it causes people to be more
interested in investment.

The biggest issue I hear facing small-busi-
ness owners, however, is health care. We
got—a lot of small-business owners are really
having problems dealing with the rising cost
of health care. When I talk to risk takers and
entrepreneurs, I find that people have a lot
of anxiety about how to deal with health care
for two reasons: one, whether they can afford
it; and two, they have this great sense of obli-
gation to their employees. In other words,
they want their employees—really good
CEOs or owners of small businesses care
deeply about the life of their employees.

There is a—as you can imagine, and this
is the great thing about our democracy—
there tends to be differences of opinion. And
we got a big difference of opinion on health
care. And I would like to tell you where I'm
worried—my worries and my recommenda-
tions. I'm worried that there are people in
Washington who want to expand the scope
of the Federal Government in making health

* White House correction.
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care decisions on behalf of businesses and
individuals. There is a debate in Washington,
DC, now taking place on whether or not to
expand what’s called SCHIP, which is a
health care program designed primarily for
poor children. I support the concept of pro-
viding health care to help poor children, just
like I support the concept of Medicaid to
help provide health care for the poor.

The problem, as I see it, is this: That the
people—some in Washington want to expand
the eligibility for those available for SCHIP,
in some instances up to $80,000 per family,
which really means, if you think about it, that
there will be an incentive for people to switch
from private health insurance to government
health insurance. I view this as the beginning
salvo of the encroachment of the Federal
Government on the health care system. Now,
the Federal Government has got a huge role
in health care—as I say, Medicare, Veterans
Affairs, Medicaid, poor children. But I am
deeply worried about—further expansion
will really lead to the undermining of the pri-
vate health care system, which would take
the greatest health care system in the world
and convert it into a mediocre health care
system.

Now, you can’t—not only am I against
what they’re trying to do; I am for something
else, and T'd like to share with you what it
is. First, there is a common goal, and we all
share the goal in Washington—is to make
sure health care is available and affordable.
If you're worried about available and afford-
able health care, there are some practical
things you can do, like stopping these junk
lawsuits that are running good doctors out
of practice and forcing professionals to prac-
tice defensive medicine so they can defend
themselves in a court of law.

Secondly, small businesses ought to have
the right to pool risk across jurisdictional
boundaries. If you're a restaurant owner in
Nashville, Tennessee, you ought to be al-
lowed to pool risk. In other words, you ought
to be allowed to put your employees in a
larger risk pool with a restaurant, say, in
Texas or in Minnesota. Part of the problem
small businesses have is, they unable to get
the economies of purchase that big busi-
nesses are able to get because they have got
such a small number of employees. And so
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we ought to be—encourage the pooling of
assets, the pooling of risk so small businesses
can buy insurance at the same discounts that
big businesses get to do.

Thirdly, I'm a strong proponent of health
savings accounts. Health savings accounts is
an insurance product that has got high-risk
deductibles or high deductibles for cata-
strophic illness, plus the ability for an em-
ployee to be able to put money in—with em-
ployer’s help—put money into the account
tax-free, save tax-free, and withdraw money
tax-free. And the reason I am is because I
believe one of the real problems we have in
health care is that there is no market, in es-
sence. In other words, somebody else pays
your bills; we have a third-party payer sys-
tem. I think you know what I'm talking about.
You submit your claims; somebody else pays
the bills.

I don’t know many of you have ever asked
the doc, “What’s your price?” Or, you know,
“How good are you?” Or, “What’s your
neighbor’s price?” You certainly do that in
most aspects of your consumer decision-
making; you think about price and you think
about quality, but not in health care. And
the reason why is, is that somebody else has
been paying the bills under our traditional
system. But what health savings accounts
do—and products like it—is that it puts the
consumer, the patient in charge in the deci-
sionmaking. And in order to make that effec-
tive, there needs to be more price trans-
parency and more quality transparency in the
marketplace. In other words, when people
shop, it helps affect the cost of a good, or
a service in this case.

And so since we're such huge health care
providers, one of the things we’re working
with is large corporations and entities to say,
look, you've got to post your price to pro-
viders and hospitals. It creates some angst,
but nevertheless, it is a much better alter-
native than the Federal Government making
all decisions. So one of the things we’re trying
to do from a philosophical perspective is to
encourage more consumerism in health care.

Another thing that needs to happen in
health care is, there needs to be better infor-
mation technology in health care. The way
I like to make this point is that this is an
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industry that still—where a lot of the paper-
work is still filled out by hand. Most busi-
nesses have been able to use these fantastic
new technologies to be able to make their
companies more productive—but not health
care. You got doctors writing prescriptions.
They don’t know how to write very well any-
way, and secondly, it’s easy to lose paper-
work.

And so the health care industry lags behind
when it comes to the modernization that a
lot of other industries have been through by
the advent of information technology.
There’s a role for the government. Remem-
ber, we're huge providers of health care. The
Veterans Affairs Department, for example,
now has got electronic medical records for
each person covered through Veterans Af-
fairs. So somebody can just take your chip,
show it into the—run it into the computer,
and out comes the medical records. And they
estimate that as we help develop a common
language so that IT can take hold in the
health care system, that we can save up to
30 percent of the costs in the current system.

But finally, I want to share another idea
with you. They've got—those folks up there
who want to spread further government into
health care have got their ideas—and you've
got to beat a bad idea with a good idea, in
my judgment. And I want to share with you
another idea that seems to make sense.

If you work for a corporation, you get your
health care free. There’s a tax break for you.
If you're an individual, you have to pay for
your health care. People are not treated the
same in the Tax Code. If you're working for
a big company, you come out pretty good
when it comes to health care. It’s a tax-free
benefit. If you're out there on your own, you
got to purchase your health care. It’s an after-
tax purchase. If youre working for a small
business that has trouble affording health
care and they have copayments, for example,
a lot of times the employee is not treated
as fairly in the Tax Code as someone who
works for a larger company.

And so I propose that we change the Tax
Code; we treat everybody fairly. For exam-
ple, if you're a married couple—a married
couple, yes, you ought to get a $15,000 de-
duction, no matter where you get your health
care, so long as you then use the savings to
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purchase health care. If youre single, you
ought to get a $7,500 tax deduction. So it’s
like a mortgage deduction off your income
tax. But it levels the playing field. And then
what ends up happening is, the market starts
to respond as more individual decision-
makers are now able to use the fairness in
the Tax Code to demand product.

Part of the problem we have is, there is
no individual market that is developed. If
you're out there trying to find your health
care on your own, it’s very difficult to find
competitive—something that you can live
with, something that’s competitive. And we
believe that changing the Tax Code will help.
There are some in Congress who believe a
better approach would be a tax credit. I hap-
pen to believe that deductions are a better
way to go, but I know that either approach
is better than the nationalization of health
care. And so one of the real issues that we
got—[applause]—anyway, thanks for the
question.

Don’t get me started on energy. If you're
a small-business person, you better worry
about the cost of energy. And that’s why I
have said that it is in our national interest
to diversify away from oil. It’s in our national
interest to promote alternative fuels, and I
believe we can do so with current technology
and new technology. It’s in our national secu-
rity interests that we’re not heavily depend-
ent on oil. I think you know what I mean
by that. I mean, there’s a lot of parts of the
world where we buy oil that don’t like us.
That’s not in the national security interest
of the country.

It’s in our economic security interest to
diversify because when the demand for crude
oil goes up in a developing country, for exam-
ple, it causes the price of crude oil to go
up, unless there’s a corresponding increase
in supply. And when that price of crude goes
up, it runs up the price of your gasoline. And
therefore, it is in our interest to promote eth-
anol, for example, or biodiesel as ways to
power our automobiles. It also happens to
be good for the environment that we diver-
sify away from crude oil.

On the electricity side, I'm a big proponent
of nuclear power. I think if you're genuinely
interested in dealing with climate change,
you have to be a supporter of nuclear power
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because nuclear power will enable us to grow
our economy. And if we grow our economy,
it'll mean we’ll be able to afford new tech-
nologies, and at the same time, there are zero
greenhouse gas emissions.

And so to answer your question—obvi-
ously, a little long-winded—(laughter]—is,
good tax policy, good health care policy, and
good energy policy will make it more likely
that this small-business sector of ours will re-
main strong.

Yes, sir. Go ahead and scream. You don’t
have to

Immigration Reform

Q. Sir, thank you very much for your serv-
ice to our country so far.

The President. Thank you.

Q. We appreciate that very much.

The President. Appreciate it.

Q. My question is, in light of the immigra-
tion bill, 'm not understanding exactly how
if, with the amnesty of this many people com-
ing in and then with the still concern about
the borders being somewhat porous, how do
we really achieve your desired effect in this,
which, you know, would be, I guess, for obvi-
ously taking care of them, but yet afford not
to be a big bulk sort of expense and the lack
of the safety of the border?

The President. Thank you for bringing
that question up. It’s a very important ques-
tion that the Nation is confronting. You can
sit down. [Laughter]

Here are the commonsense objectives that
need to be addressed when it comes to immi-
gration. First, we need to enforce the border.
A sovereign state—[applause]—it is the job
of a state, of a nation, to enforce its borders.
That’s not an easy task. I'm real familiar with
the border. I was a border-State Governor.
I understand how difficult it is to fully en-
force a border. But nevertheless, as a result
of congressional action and the administra-
tion working with the Congress, we're mak-
ing substantial progress on modernizing the
border.

Now, you go down to Arizona, for example;
you can’t find the border. Man, it’s just
desert. It is, like, wide open desert. And so
what you're beginning to see is new infra-
structure, new technologies, some fencing,
berms to prevent automobiles from moving,
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all aimed at making the Border Patrol agen-
cy, which we are now doubling on the border,
more effective. And we're making progress.
The number of arrests over the last 12
months are down significantly. That is one
way to measure whether or not people are
making it into our country illegally. Last year,
we arrested and sent back 1.1 million people
on the southern border. Now, you divide that
by 365. There is active participation on the
border to do that which the American people
expect us to do.

Secondly, you're about to find—I think the
country is about to find out that we’re going
to need hard-working, decent people to do
jobs that Americans aren’t doing. And that
is why, for the sake of the economy, I support
a temporary-worker plan.

There are people who are coming—Ilook,
let me start over. There are people in our
hemisphere whose families are really hungry,
particularly compared to the lifestyle we have
in America, and they want to work to feed
their families. And they're willing to do jobs
Americans don’t want to do. That's just—
that’s reality. Some say, “Well, force Ameri-
cans to do the jobs theyre unwilling to do.”
Well, that's not the way the system works.
And yet there are people willing to come,
to get in the fields, the agricultural sector.
There are people willing to pick apples in
Washington, you know, hitting those vege-
table fields in California. And they want to
do so because they want to feed their fami-
lies.

And the interesting problem we have, sir,
is that because they’re motivated by the same
thing you're motivated by, I suspect—love
of family and desire to provide for your fam-
ily—they will go to great lengths to get in
to the country. You think about somebody
who’s willing to get stuffed in the bottom of
an 18-wheeler and pay one of these thugs
that are smuggling them into the country to
do work Americans aren’t doing. So I've al-
ways felt like a temporary-worker program
will be—recognize an economic reality and
also help keep pressure off the border. It’s
along, hard border to enforce.

By the way, in my State of Texas, when
it comes to the fencing, I would strongly urge
those who advocate it not to go down there
and go face to face with some of these Texas
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ranchers down there. Theyre really not in-
terested in having the Federal Government
on their property. See, most of our property
down in Texas is private land. The farther
you go west, it’s Federal land.

And the reason I say that, it just shows
how difficult it is to do what some assume
can be done, which is, like, totally seal off
the border. One way to make it easier for
our Border Patrol is to have this temporary-
worker program with verifiable identification
and say, yes, you can come for a limited pe-
riod of time, and then you're going home.

Now, the—I suspect I'm all right so far
with some of those who worry about immi-
gration reform. The other question is—I'm
not trying to elicit applause—[laughter]—the
other question is, there are about 11 million
people who have been here over time who
are working—some not working—but they’re
here. And what do we do with them? Now,
some say that if you don’t kick them out,
that’s called amnesty. I disagree.

First of all, T think it’s impractical to kick
somebody out. I feel like if you make a per-
son pay a fine—in other words, a cost for
having broken our law—I agree with those
who say that if you're an automatic citizen,
it undermines the rule of law; I agree with
that argument. I have a little problem with
the argument, though, that says, if you pay
a fine, if you prove youre a good citizen,
if you've paid your back taxes, if you go home
and re-register and come back, that you
ought to be allowed to get in the back of
the line. I don’t think that’s amnesty, but
that’s a lot of where the argument came.

This is a difficult subject for a lot of folks.
And T understand it’s difficult. T was dis-
appointed, of course, that the Senate bill
didn’t get moving. I think it's incumbent
upon those of us in Washington, DC, to deal
with hard problems now and not pass them
on to future Congresses. And so, as you
know, the bill failed, and I can’t make a pre-
diction to you at this point, sir, where it’s
going to head. I can make you a prediction,
though, that pretty shortly, people are going
to be knocking on people’s doors saying,
“Man, we're running out of workers.” This
economy is strong. Remember, we've got a
national unemployment rate of 4.5 percent.
A lot of Americans are working, and there
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are still jobs Americans don’t want to do. And
the fundamental question is, will we be able
to figure out a way to deal with the problem?

Let me say one other point. I feel strongly
about this issue. I do not like a system that
has encouraged predators to treat people as
chattel. We have a system that has encour-
aged the onset of coyotes—those are the
smugglers—and they prey upon these poor
people. And they charge them a lot of money
to smuggle through routes. And as a result
of that system, there is innkeepers that
charge exorbitant fees. There are document
forgers. You're a small-business guy out here
in Tennessee, and you're trying to run your
nursery or whatever it is, and somebody
shows up—you’re not a document checker;
the government can’t expect the small-busi-
ness owners to be able to determine whether
or not the Social Security card has been
forged or not. We need a new system. The
system we've got is broken. And therefore,
the fundamental question is, are we going
to be able to deal with it?

Let me say one other thing, and this is
important for America to remember too. We
have been a fabulous country when it comes
to assimilating people. You know, ours is a
country that has got such a fabulous spirit
to it that the newcomer can come, work hard,
obey law, and realize dreams. And that’s what
America has been about. And in my judg-
ment, that’s what America should always be
about: the idea of people realizing dreams.
And so the question people say is, “Well, cer-
tain people can’t assimilate.” But there has
been that argument throughout our history,
that certain people of certain ethnicity or cer-
tain backgrounds can’t assimilate. We must
never lose faith in our capacity for people
to assimilate. It’s what has made us great in
the past and what will make us great in the
future.

And so thank you for bringing up a tough
subject for people in Washington.

Yes, sir.
Music Industry
Q. Mr. President, Al McCree with

Altissimo Records representing the music in-
dustry. Music is one of our largest exports
the country has. Currently, every country in
the world—except China, Iran, North Korea,
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Rwanda, and the United States—pay a statu-
tory royalty to the performing artists for radio
and television air play. Would your adminis-
tration consider changing our laws to align
it with the rest of the country—the world?

The President. Help. [Laughter] Maybe
youve never had a President say this—I
have, like, no earthly idea what you're talking
about. [Laughter] Sounds like we're keeping
interesting company, you know? [Laughter]

Look, I'll give you the old classic: Contact
my office, will you? [Laughter] 1 really
don’t—I'm totally out of my lane. I like lis-
tening to country music, if that helps.
[Laughter]

You've got a question? Yes. You can yell
at this thing.

War on Terror/Progress in Iraq/Spread of
Democracy

Q. Mr. President, I appreciate your posi-
tion on the war in Iraq. We've got a debate
that’s going on as much about should we stay
or should we come home. Is there a way to
change the tenor of the debate to determine
how we win in Iraq?

The President. Thank you. The hardest
decision a President makes are the decisions
of war and peace, are putting kids, men and
women in harm’s way. And I have made two
such decisions after we were attacked. And
I did so because I firmly believe we're at
war with ideologues who use murder as a
tool to achieve political objectives, and that
the most important responsibility is to pro-
tect—for the government is to protect the
American people from harm, and therefore,
went on the offense against these radicals
and extremists.

We went on the offense wherever we can
find them; we are on the offense wherever
we can find them. And of course, in two thea-
ters in this global war, we have sent troops—
alot of troops into harm’s way.

Afghanistan still is a part of this war on
terror, and a lot of the debate in Washington,
of course, is focused on Iraqg, as it should
be. But I do want our fellow citizens to un-
derstand we've still got men and women in
uniform sacrificing in Afghanistan, and their
families are just as worried about them as
the families of those in Iraq.
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The short-term solution against this enemy
is to keep the pressure on them, keep them
on the move, and bring them to justice over-
seas so we don’t have to face them here. In
other words, no quarter—I[applause].

I would just tell you, you can’t hope for
the best with these people. You can’t assume
that if we keep the pressure off, everything
will be fine. Quite the contrary. When there
wasn’t enough pressure on, they were able
to bunch up in safe haven and plot and plan
attacks that killed 3,000 of our citizens. And
they have been active ever since—not here
on our soil, but they've got a global reach.
They have been trying to kill the innocent.

Of course, I made the decision to go in
to remove Saddam Hussein. I firmly believe
that this world is better off without Saddam
Hussein in power, and I believe America is
more secure.

The long-term solution for your grandkids’
sake is to defeat their ideology of hate with
an ideology of light, and that’s called liberty
and democracy. The fight in Iraq is evolving.
We've been through several stages in this dif-
ficult theater. First was the liberation stage.
Secondly was a—the nascent political move-
ment, reflected in the fact that 12 million
Iragis went to the polls under a modern Con-
stitution. And then a thinking enemy, pri-
marily Al Qaida, blew up, used their violent
tactics, to blow up holy sites of religious peo-
ple trying to incent—incite sectarian vio-
lence, and they succeeded. In other words,
at the end of 2005, when the 12 million peo-
ple voted, and we were training the Iraqis
to take more responsibility, I felt like we
would be in a much different force posture
as the year went on. That’s what I felt.

But the Commander in Chief always, one,
listens to the military commanders on the
ground, and two, remains flexible in the deci-
sionmaking. The enemy succeeded in caus-
ing there to be murderous outrage. And so
I had a decision to make, and that was, do
we step back from this capital of this new
democracy—remember, forums of govern-
ment will ultimately determine the peace,
and that a government based upon the prin-
ciples of democracy and liberty is the best
way to defeat those killers who incited this
sectarian violence in Iraq, the same ones
people ask me, “Are these really Al Qaida?”
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Well, they have sworn allegiance to Usama
bin Laden; what else are they? They are cold-
blooded killers who have declared publicly
that they would like to drive us out of Iraq
to develop a safe haven from which to launch
further attacks. And I believe we better be
taking their word seriously in order to do our
duty to defend.

And so we’re now watching this democracy
unfold. The decision I had to make was, do
we continue to stand and help this democ-
racy grow, or do we stand back and hope
that the violence that was happening in the
capital doesn’t spread anywhere else? I made
the decision that it was in our interest, the
Nation’s security interest, instead of stepping
back from the capital, to actually send more
troops into the capital to help this young de-
mocracy have time to grow and to make hard
decisions so it can become an ally in the war
on terror not a safe haven from which Al
Qaida could launch further attacks.

And it’s hard work, and it's tough work.
And it’s tough work because there are ruth-
less people who have declared their intent
to attack us again, trying to prevent success.

And I can understand why the American
people are tired of this. Nobody likes war.
Nobody likes to turn on their TV set and
see needless death at the hands of these ex-
tremists. But I want to remind our fellow
citizens that much of the violence theyre
seeing on their TV screens in Iraq is perpet-
uated by the very same people that came and
killed 3,000 of our citizens. People sworn—
not the exact same person; those are dead
who got on the airplanes—but they have
sworn allegiance to Usama, just like the kill-
ers in Iraq have sworn allegiance to Usama
bin Laden. And so I listen to David Petraeus
and, of course, the Joint Chiefs of Staff and
the Secretary of Defense have made the rec-
ommendation to send more in.

Victory is—I remember a guy asking me
at one of these town halls, he said, “Well,
when are you going to, like—when are they
going to surrender,” or “When is this thing
going to end?” He looked like an older fel-
low, I think, and it was like he was remem-
bering the USS Missouri. This is an ideolog-
ical struggle, more akin to the cold war. What
makes it different is, is that we have an
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enemy that is murderous and is willing to
use asymmetrical warfare.

And so there is not a moment of ending.
But there will be a moment in Afghanistan
and Iraq where these Governments will be
more able to support their people, more able
to provide basic services, more able to defend
their neighborhoods against radical killers.
It's going to be a while though. And there’s
a lot of debate in Washington—yes, so how
do you change the debate? Just keep talking
about it. Today David Petraeus and Ryan
Crocker, who is our Ambassador in Iraq, are
briefing Congress about the difficulties we
face and the progress we’re making.

Let me give you one example. I'm opti-
mistic. We'll succeed unless we lose our
nerve. We will succeed. Liberty has got the
capacity to conquer tyranny every time.
Every time we've tried, it has worked. It
takes a while—[applause]—here’s the defini-
tion of success. The enemy, by the way, de-
fines success as, can they pull off a car bomb-
ing. If we ever allow ourselves to get in a
position where it’s “no car bombings, there-
fore we're successful,” we've just handed
these killers a great victory.

So there’s a Province called Anbar Prov-
ince, and this is the Province out in western
Iraq, where it’s mainly Sunni and where Al
Qaida had declared its intention to really
drive us out and establish a safe haven, with
the declared intention of spreading—using
it as a base to spread their ideology through-
out the Middle East, as well as a safe haven
from which to make sure that they inflicted
enough pain on us that we actually help them
by leaving. I know this is farfetched for some
Americans to think that people think this
way; this is the nature of the enemy. And
they are an enemy, and theyre real, and
they're active.

So Anbar Province was declared lost by
some last November. And literally, we
were—there was an intel report that came
out, and the person was not very encour-
aging, and some of the press, it was the be-
ginning of the end for the policy in Iraq. And
we started working the issue hard. That’s why
I sent some more marines into Anbar Prov-
ince. It turns out that people were sick and
tired of Al Qaida. Al Qaida had no vision.

You see, our citizens have got to remember




988

that most mothers want their children to
grow up in peace; that’s universal. Most
mothers want something—it’s just something
instinctive when it comes to motherhood and
children, where they want a child to have
a chance to succeed in life, to have a chance
to grow up in a peaceful world.

Well, it turns out that many people in
Anbar hate violence. They want something
better. They may not—they may distrust
their central Government because it’s new.
Remember, Saddam Hussein sowed great
seeds of distrust during his time as a tyrant.
It takes time to get over distrust and to de-
velop trust with a citizen.

But there’s something instinctive involved
with people when it comes to normal life.
And they got sick of this Al Qaida threat and
bullying and torturing. These people don’t
remain in power because they’re loved; they
remain in power because they’re feared. And
all of a sudden, tribal sheikhs begin to turn
on them. And Al Qaida is now on the run
in Anbar Province. What's happening is
there’s two types of political reconciliation,
one from the bottom up, where grassroots
people just get sick of something, and with
our help, theyre dealing with the problem.
And then there’s reconciliation from the top
down, as you watch government wrestle with
the different factions inside their legislature.
And we expect progress on both fronts be-
cause the military can’t do it alone. But the
decision I made was that neither front will
work, neither aspect of reconciliation will
work if there was violence in the country’s
capital. And that’s what you're seeing unfold.

And so you'll see a debate in Washington,
DC, here about troop levels and funding
those troop levels. First, whatever the troop
level is, it needs to be funded by the United
States Congress. Our troops need all the sup-
port they can get when they're in harm’s way.
And secondly, most Americans, I hope, un-
derstand that the best way to make decisions
on troop levels is based upon the sound ad-
vice of people in the field, not based upon
the latest focus group or political poll.

I'd like to share a story with you, and then
I'll answer some questions. I'm not attempt-
ing to have just a few questions by givin
you really long answers. It’s called the fili-
buster. [Laughter] You know what’s inter-
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esting about my Presidency, another inter-
esting aspect of the Presidency, is the friend-
ship T had with Prime Minister Koizumi of
Japan, and his successor, a man named Prime
Minister Abe. What makes it interesting, to
me at least, is the fact that my dad fought
the Japanese as a young guy. I think he—
I know he went in right after high school,
became a Navy fighter pilot, went overseas,
and fought them. They were the sworn
enemy. He was willing to risk his life, like
thousands of others did, because the Japa-
nese were our bitter enemy.

And here we are, 60 years later or so, that
I am at the table with the leader of the
former enemy, working to keep the peace,
whether it be in North Korea, or—[ap-
plause]—let me finish here—or thanking
the—or working with the Japanese who com-
mitted self-defense forces to help the young
democracy in Iraq because they understand
the power of liberty to be transformative.
Liberty has got the ability to change an
enemy into an ally. Liberty has got a powerful
ability to transform regions from hostility and
hopelessness to regions of hope. And it’s hard
work, and it takes a long time, but it has been
repeated throughout modern history, wheth-
er it be on the continent of Europe or in
the Far East. And it can happen again if
Americans don’t lose faith in the great power
of freedom.

And so this is an interesting time. We're
in the beginning—trying to get to your ques-
tion—we’re in the beginning of a long ideo-
logical struggle that’s going to take patience,
perseverance, and faith in certain basic val-
ues. I'm a big believer in the universality of
liberty. I believe deep in everybody’s soul—
I'll take it a step further—I believe in an Al-
mighty, and I believe a gift from that Al-
mighty to each man, woman, and child is the
desire to be free. And I believe that exists
in everybody’s soul is the desire to be free.
I wasn’t surprised when the 12 million people
showed up; I was pleased. But I wasn’t sur-
prised because I believe, if given a chance,
people will take a—will choose liberty. Now,
having a form of government that reflects
that is hard work, and it takes time. And not
every democracy, of course, will look like us,
nor should it. But there’s just some basic
principles inherent in free governments that
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will enable us to be more likely to be secure
and peaceful over the next years. And that’s
what I've been thinking about.

Yes, sir.

Border Security/War on Terror

Q. [Inaudible]

The President. Thank you, sir.

Q. ——the last, I'd say about 15 or 20
minutes about terrorism and Al Qaida, and
I expect—I[inaudible]—feel very bullish
when it comes to that subject. But what I
want to know is, this is an open society, right?
It’s supposed to be open society. People
come from every which way, most of them
very decent and stuff, but like you say, Al
Qaida and the terrorists. What about the bor-
ders? I always see on TV they jumping the
borders, Spanish people jumping at borders,
and could it be some time—it could be Al
Qaida jumping the borders, with—I[inaudi-
ble]—or anything. Our borders are not se-
cure, like they should be, I don’t think. It’s
up to you; you're my President. I'm supposed
to ask you.

The President. Okay, you are. [Laughter]
Well, listen, thank you very much for that.
Listen, the reason—a reason to have a
verifiable temporary-worker card is to make
it more likely that if Al Qaida does try to
come across the border illegally, that we can
catch them.

You ask a very good question. The other
half of the equation, by the way, in securing
the homeland, is to take measures necessary
to catch people—know who’s coming in and
why, and catch them before they come in.
It’s a very legitimate question. On one hand,
we stay on the offense, in the long run defeat
their ideology with a better ideology, but we
got to secure the homeland, and we're work-
ing hard to do so. One of the interesting man-
agement challenges was when we merged
these different Departments all into the De-
partment of Homeland Security, and T must
say, it’s gone pretty well. It's hard to take
separate cultures and merge them into a
common culture, working for a common pur-
pose, but—it takes time again—but we're
making good progress on that; we really are.
Are we perfect? No. Are there flaws? Yes.
But we're making—can I say, the country is
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more secure than it was before 9/11? Abso-
lutely.

Now it’s interesting, sir. I have made
some—I made one—a couple controversial
decisions about how to better find informa-
tion about who might be coming to our coun-
try so that we can anticipate. The best way
to be able to protect ourselves from Al
Qaida—no question, good border control,
but it’s the good intelligence as well. I mean,
if we can learn intention before somebody
begins to make a move, we’re more likely
to be able to say we're a lot more—we’ll be
able to say we’re a lot more secure.

And that's why one of the controversial
programs that I suggested was that we take
a known phone number from one of these
Al Qaida types or affiliates—and you can find
them. We get them all kinds of ways. We're
picking people up off the battlefield, for ex-
ample, in one of these theaters I just describe
to you. They may have a laptop. On the
laptop might be some phone numbers. Off
the phone numbers may be somebody else’s.
I mean, there’s ways to get information as
a result of some of the operations we have
taken overseas. And my attitude is, if we do
have a number of a suspected Al Qaida and/
or affiliate and that person is making a phone
call to someone in the United States, we
ought to understand why; we ought to know.

And so the reason I bring this up to you
is that, yes, enforcing the border and being
wise about how we enforce the border is an
important of trying to detect—{ind out
whether terrorists are coming into our coun-
try to inflict harm. Same with airports. You
got to take off the shoes? Well, there’s a rea-
son. It’s because we're doing our job that you
expect us to do about—trying to affect the
security of all ports of entry. But as well,
we're beefing up our intelligence and trying
to get a better handle on the actions some-
body may be taking before they do so.

It requires enormous cooperation. We
spend a lot of time in your Government
working with other nations. Curiously
enough, as a result of Al Qaida’s activities
in other countries, it’s caused people to say,
“I think we better work together more close-
ly.” And we do. There’s a lot of information
sharing that goes on between governments;
a lot of intelligence sharing that goes on. And
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there’s better communication now between
the intelligence services and the law enforce-
ment services. One of the reasons why we
had to pass the PATRIOT Act was because
there was a prohibition about people sharing
information between intel and law, and that
made no sense in this new world in which
we live.

I just want to assure you that I fully under-
stand the need to make sure assets are de-
ployed properly to protect you, and I fully
understand the need to safeguard the civil
liberties of the United States of America.
One of the worst things that would happen
is this enemy, in trying to respond to them,
would force us to lose part of our very soul.
And I believe we’re able to achieve—take the
necessary steps to protect you, and at the
same time, protect the civil liberties that
Americans hold so dearly to their heart.

Yes, ma’am.

U.S. Foreign Aid/Situation in Darfur

Q. Okay, thank you.

The President. The price is right. [Laugh-
ter]

Q. Come on down. [Laughter] I am here
representing—Nashville is a strong city of
lots of communities of faith, and as a part
of that, there are lots of people going back
and forth and caring about the people of Afri-
ca. And I want to first thank you; I know
that your administration has taken lots of ini-
tiative on AIDS and malaria nets, and we
really appreciate that. And then I—my hard
question is, what we can we do to stop the
genocide in Darfur?

The President. Thank you very much. For
starters, the fact that Americans care about
people in faraway lands is a great testimony
to our compassion. I believe—good for-
eign—you've heard about one aspect of our
foreign policy—two aspects, really, when you
think about it. One is the combination of
military and diplomatic assets trying to
achieve objectives in Iraq and Afghanistan
and elsewhere. Another is the working coali-
tions. And by the way, there are a lot of other
countries in Afghanistan and Iraq. They don’t
get nearly the credit they deserve, but a lot
of other people besides us understand that
this is the beginning of a long ideological
struggle, and now is the time to make the
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hard decisions so little guys in the future
don’t have to deal with the consequences of
that.

The other aspect of foreign policy is, I be-
lieve to whom much is given, much is re-
quired. And people say, “Well, we got plenty
of problems in America; why do you worry
about something going on overseas?” First
of all, we're wealthy. We're spending enor-
mous sums of money. If we set proper prior-
ities, we can not only help our own citizens,
but I believe it helps our soul and our con-
science, and I believe we have a moral obliga-
tion to help others.

And so when it comes to—let met talk
about HIV/AIDS. A lot of people don’t know
what we're doing. The United States has real-
ly taken the lead in saying to other nations,
here is a problem that we can help solve,
and therefore, follow us. We picked 17 of
the most deeply affected nations, most of
which are on the continent of Africa, and you
provided $15 billion to get antiretroviral
drugs in the hands of faith givers, community
givers, nurses, to save lives. And in 3 short
years, the United States of America has taken
the lead to getting antiretroviral to people,
and it’s gone from 50,000 people to over 1.1
million people receiving antiretroviral drugs.

It is—conditions of life matter in this
struggle, by the way, against extremists and
radicals. Where you find repressive forms of
government, you're likely to find somebody
who’s frustrated so they can become re-
cruited by these cynical murderers and then
become suiciders. Or where you find disease
and pestilence or hunger, the conditions of
life matter at whether or not the future of
the world is going to be stable.

We’re very much involved in a Malaria Ini-
tiative—Laura is really active in that—where
the Government is spending $1.6 billion aim-
ing to get mosquito nets and sprays and infor-
mation to save lives. There are too many
young babies around the world dying from
something that we can prevent, and it’s in
the national interest to do that.

Interestingly enough, a lot of the
deliverers, those who are delivering the help
are from the faith community, people who
are volunteering their time saying, what can
I do, how can I love my neighbor? And it’s
really heartwarming.
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She asked about Darfur. First we—as this
administration has proven, it's possible to
achieve some success in Sudan with the
north-south agreement that we were able to
achieve with Ambassador Danforth at the
time. We are now working to make sure that
holds by insisting that the revenue-sharing
agreement of the oil on Sudan is effective.
She’s referring to Darfur.

I made the decision not to send U.S.
troops unilaterally into Darfur. The threshold
question was: If there is a problem, why don’t
you just go take care of it? And I made the
decision, in consultation with allies, as well
as consultation with Members of Congress
and activists, that—and I came to the conclu-
sion that it would—it just wasn't the right
decision.

Therefore, what do you do? And if one
is unwilling to take on action individually,
then that requires international collabora-
tion, and so we’re now in the United Nations.
And it doesn’t seem—I talked to Ban Ki-
moon about this, and this is a slow, tedious
process, to hold a regime accountable for
what only one nation in the world has called
a “genocide,” and that is us.

Now we have taken unilateral moves other
than military moves. I have—we have put se-
rious economic sanctions on three individuals
that are involved with—two with the govern-
ment, one with one of the rebel groups. We
have sanctioned 29 companies that are in-
volved in Sudan. In other words, we're trying
to be consequential. We're trying to say that,
you know, change, or there’s consequences.

By the way, the same approach we're deal-
ing with Iran on: We are going to continue
to press you hard until you change your be-
havior. And so my challenge is to convince
others to have that same sense of anxiety that
you have and that I have about the genocide
that’s taking place.

Ban Ki-moon actually gave a pretty en-
couraging report when he talked about—see,
the idea is that if countries aren’t going to—
willing to do it unilaterally, in our case, or
other cases, then we try to get the AU force
that’s in place to get complemented by fur-
ther peacekeepers to the U.N. And that’s
what we're working on. Good question on
a tough, tough issue.
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Yes, sir. There you go. Don’t mean—you
can sit down or stand up.

Border Security

Q. I personally admire the way you've con-
ducted the Government, and I admire your
backbone, where you just stand and take a
position. I'm not happy about the influx from
Mexico. Seems that far too many came over
in waves. I know that during the days of San
Jacinto that they were fighting, using rifles
and everything, but this is the first time I've
ever seen an influx like this to try to take
over our country. Now then, thirdly, when
they do these polls to determine how you're
rated, how come, if they have 1,000 people,
they call 750 Democrats and only 25 Repub-
licans? [Laughter]

The President. Thank you. I thought
when you started talking about Texas history,
that you were going to say we couldn’t have
existed without Tennessee. That’s where 1
thought you were headed, you know. [Laugh-
ter] Youre a Texan? Where are you from?

Q. Waco.

The President. There you go. Right at
Waco, Texas.

Q. This young lady in the red dress over
here—/[inaudible].

The President. There you go. Your daddy.
Well, as you know, Crawford is not very far
from Waco, same county.

Let’s see, yes, ma’am. You guys got—one
of them uniformed guys got a question? No.
Okay. I'm proud to be in there with you.

Q. Mr. President, welcome to Nashville.

The President. Thank you.

Q. And I want to thank you for the ap-
pointments or the nominations for our Su-
preme Court. That will be a wonderful legacy
for you.

The President. Thank you.

Texas Border Patrol Agents

Q. My question to you is this: There are
two border guards presently in jail. The Ten-
nessee General Assembly passed a resolu-
tion, with 91 votes in the house and 30 in
the senate, asking our Tennessee delegation
to support—to go to you asking for a pardon
for these two men that were tried, where in-
formation was left not with—was kept back
from their trial. And there’s also a resolution
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in the house, H.R. 40, with a number of our
Tennessee delegation signed on to that. Will
you pardon these men that are unjustly im-
prisoned?

The President. I'm not going to make that
kind of promise in a forum like this. Obvi-
ously I am interested in facts. I know the
prosecutor very well, Johnny Sutton. He’s a
dear friend of mine from Texas. He’s a fair
guy. He is an even-handed guy. And I can’t
imagine—you've got a nice smile, but you
can’'t entice me into making a public state-
ment—Ilaughter]—on something that re-
quires a very—I know this is an emotional
issue, but people need to look at the facts.
These men were convicted by a jury of their
peers after listening to the facts as my friend,
Johnny Sutton, presented them. But anyway,
no, I won’t make you that promise.

Yes, ma’am.

President’s Legacy

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. [Inaudible]
As the mother of a 6-month-old named after
Sam Houston, a great person:

The President. You've got to be kidding
me, awesome, yes. Is it Houston or Sam?

Q. It’s Houston

The President. There you go.

0. because we wanted somebody that
was a great representative of both Tennessee
and Texas within our family. But while your
Presidency has been important to me, per-
sonally, I want to know about your legacy,
and I want to know what one policy would
you hope would affect your predecessor and
he would continue on what maybe you might
not be able to finish by the time your term
ends.

The President. Thank you. Freedom
agenda. The only way to secure America in
the long term is to have great faith in the
spread of liberty. And it's—I really view it
as the calling of our time. People have—
some people have said, “Well, he is a hope-
less idealist to believe that liberty is trans-
formative in a part of the world that just
seems so difficult.” But I would like to re-
mind fellow citizens that we have had this
sense of difficulty in parts of the world be-
fore, where liberty has been transformative.

And so it's—look, first of all, let me talk
about Presidential legacies. I'll be dead be-
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fore—long gone before people fully are able
to capture the essence of—the full essence
of a Presidency. I'm still reading books about
George Washington. My attitude is, is they're
writing about 1, 43 doesn’t need to worry
about it. [Laughter] And so you know what
the lesson is in life? Just do what you think
is right. Make decisions based upon prin-
ciple. And that’s the only way I know to do
it. I've disappointed this lady in the red, I'm
confident, because I won’t tell her—but I can
only tell you what I think is the right thing
to do. It’s the only way I know how to live
my life. And it's—for youngsters here, it’s
just like—it’s really important not to sacrifice
principle to try to be the popular person. It’s
important to—[applause].
Yes, sir. Semper Fi, there you go.

Media/War on Terror

Q. Semper Fi. First of all, Mr. President,
I want to thank you, personally, for your sup-
port for our veterans. My son was lost in Iraq,
and I want to thank you very much for your
strength.

The President. Thanks. Thanks for shar-
ing that.

Q. I also wish that there was some way
that, as the press make so much to do about
what goes on in areas around—pretty much
a 50-mile area around Baghdad, which is
pretty much where everything is going on,
if there was some way to offset that with all
of the great things that are going on. I have
had communication with a gentleman by the
name of Azzam Alwash, who is from
Nasiriyah area, and what’s going on there,
the building of water sheds and the building
of new items and the fact that they’re build-
ing colleges in the Kurd area.

I wish that there was some way that your
administration could offset the negative press
by a consistent influx of very positive press
that’s going on in the majority of that coun-
try. Is there some way that could be done?

The President. Well, thanks. I'm asked
that a lot by people. The interesting thing
about this fight in Iraq is that the families
and the troops have got a really different
view, in many ways, than a lot of other folks
do, because they're firsthand; they see what’s
happening. And it's—I hear from—TI talk to
our people in the field a lot, talk to people
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who have been to the field a lot, and these
stories of just incremental change that add
up to something different over time, they’re
prevalent. The best messengers are the peo-
ple who are actually there.

What's interesting about the world in
which we live is, there’s no question there’s
the electronic media that people watch, but
there’s also the blogosphere. You're on it, I
know; you're hearing from people, your son’s
comrades that are constantly e-mailing you.
There’s a lot of information that’s taking
place that is causing people to have a dif-
ferent picture of what they may be seeing
on TV screens. See, this enemy of ours is
very effective; they're smart people. They’re
effective about getting explosions and death
on TV screens, and they know it affects
Americans because we’re good people; we're
compassionate; we care about human life.
Every life matters. And therefore, when
human life is taken through a car bomb, it
causes people to say, is it worth it? Does it
matter what happens over there?

See, one of the interesting things about
this war I forgot to tell you is, unlike, say,
the Vietnam war, that if we fail in Iraq, the
enemy won't be content to stay there. They
will follow us here. That’'s what different
about this struggle than some of the others
we're had. What happens overseas matters.

We ask this question a lot about how we
can do a better job. As I say, Ryan Crocker
and David Petraeus are briefing today. It’s
good to have them on TV, on these talk shows
and stuff like that, but they've also got a job
to do. And they're very credible people be-
cause they see firsthand what’s going on. But
they've got a lot of work to do over there
as they command these troops.

I hope youre doing okay. T'll tell you
something interesting in meeting with the
families of the fallen. I get all kinds of opin-
ions, of course. But one of the most universal
opinions I get is one, I'm proud of my son;
two, he was a volunteer; and three, do not
let his life be in vain, Mr. President, you com-
plete the mission. [Applause] Thank you,
brother.

All right, guess what? You got to get to
work. [Laughter] And so do I. Thank you all
for giving me a chance to come and visit with
you. I found this to be an interesting ex-
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change. I appreciate your questions. I hope
you have a better sense for why and how
I have made decisions that have affected the
individual lives of our citizens, as well as the
life of our Nation. I'm an optimistic person.
I believe that those decisions were not only
necessary, but I firmly believe they will yield
the peace that we all want; peace of mind
and peace of heart. God bless you.

NoOTE: The President spoke at 11:35 a.m. at the
Gaylord Opryland Resort and Convention Center.
In his remarks, he referred to Darrell Freeman,
Sr., executive committee chairman, Nashville Area
Chamber of Commerce; Cordia Harrington, chief
executive officer, the Bun Companies; Al McCree,
owner and chief executive officer, Altissimo! Re-
cordings; Usama bin Laden, leader of the Al Qaida
terrorist organization; Gen. David H. Petraeus,
USA, commanding general, Multi-National
Force—Iraq; Secretary of Defense Robert M.
Gates; former U.S. Ambassador to the United Na-
tions John C. Danforth; Secretary-General Ban
Ki-moon of the United Nations; and Johnny Sut-
ton, U.S. District Attorney for the Western Dis-
trict of Texas. A participant referred to Azzam
Alwash, director, Eden Again Project. A portion
of these remarks could not be verified because
the tape was incomplete.

Remarks Following a Meeting With
Members of Military Support
Organizations

July 20, 2007

Good morning. Thank you all for coming.
I'm joined by veterans and military families
who are here to express support for our
troops and their mission in Iraq, and I want
to thank you all for being here today.

We've just finished a really good meeting.
In our discussions, these folks had a message
that all of us in Washington need to hear:
It is time to rise above partisanship, stand
behind our troops in the field, and give them
everything they need to succeed.

In February, I submitted to Congress a
Defense Department spending bill for the
upcoming fiscal year that will provide funds
to upgrade our equipment for our troops in
Iraq and provides a pay raise for our military.
It's a comprehensive spending request that
Congress has failed to act on. Instead, the
Democratic leaders chose to have a political
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debate on a precipitous withdrawal of our
troops from Iraq. The House and Senate are
now scheduled to leave for their August re-
cess before passing a bill to support our
troops and their missions. Even Members of
Congress who no longer support our effort
in Iraq should at least be able to provide an
increase in pay for our troops fighting there.

When Congress returns after Labor Day,
there will be less than 1 month before the
fiscal year ends and current funds for De-
fense Department operations run out. Con-
gress still has an opportunity to do right by
our men and women in uniform and our na-
tional security. So today I call on Congress
to take action, get this vital piece of legisla-
tion to me to sign, on budget and on time.

I also ask Congress to give our troops time
to carry out our new strategy in Iraq. Like
all wars, the fight in Iraq has had frustrating
setbacks. It’s also had important successes.
We've seen dramatic turnarounds in places
such as Anbar Province, which was once
thought lost to the enemy. Just this week,
our military forces announced the capture of
one of Al Qaida’s top Iraqi leaders. He
helped to form what Al Qaida calls the “Is-
lamic State in Iraq,” in an attempt to rep-
licate what the Taliban had created in Af-
ghanistan. Today that leader is under arrest,
and his followers are under siege.

These successes demonstrate the gains our
troops are making in Iraq and the importance
of giving our military the time they need to
give their new strategy a chance to work.

Earlier this year, the Senate seemed to
share that view. They confirmed General
David Petraeus as commander of our forces
without a single dissenting vote. And now,
barely a month after his strategy became fully
operational, many of those same Senators are
saying that that strategy has failed.

Our Nation deserves a serious debate
about Iraq, because the outcome of this con-
flict will have enormous consequences for
our country. Failure in Iraq would allow ter-
rorists to operate from a safe haven with ac-
cess to the world’s third largest oil reserves.
Failure in Iraq would increase the probability
that at some later date, American troops
would have to return to Iraq to confront an
enemy more dangerous and more en-
trenched. Failure in Iraq would send an un-
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mistakable signal to America’s enemies that
our country can be bullied into retreat.

America’s involvement in Iraq does not
have to end this way. A free and stable Iraq
is still in reach. It has the potential to trans-
form the Middle East and bring us closer
to the day when radical regimes are replaced
by peaceful allies, when terrorists have fewer
places to train and operate, and when moms
and dads in the Arab world see a future of
hope for their children.

One of the folks with us today is an Air
Force reservist named Eric Egland. Here’s
what he said, he said, “We live in the world’s
oldest democracy and have been blessed with
the strength to protect our freedoms and to
help others who seek the same.”

This has always been America’s mission,
and today, that mission is being carried out
by brave men and women who have stepped
forward to keep our country secure. I thank
them and I thank their families for the sac-
rifices they're making. And I thank you all
for supporting them.

Thank you very much.

NotE: The President spoke at 10:42 a.m. in the
Rose Garden at the White House. In his remarks,
he referred to Khaled Abdul-Fattah Dawoud
Mahmoud al-Mashhadani, ranking leader of Al
Qaida in Iraq, who was captured in Mosul on July
4; and Gen. David H. Petracus, USA, com-
manding general, Multi-National Force—Iraq.

Digest of Other
White House Announcements

The following list includes the President’s public
schedule and other items of general interest an-
nounced by the Office of the Press Secretary and
not included elsewhere in this issue.

July 14

In the morning, the President had an intel-
ligence briefing.
July 15

In the afternoon, on the South Lawn, the

President participated in an interview with
Karl Ravech of ESPN.
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July 16

In the morning, the President had an intel-
ligence briefing. Later, he had a video tele-
conference with Prime Minister Nuri al-
Maliki, President Jalal Talabani, and Vice
Presidents Adil Abd Al-Mahdi and Tariq al-
Hashimi of Iraq.

In the afternoon, in the Old Family Dining
Room, the President had lunch with Presi-
dent Lech Kaczynski of Poland. Later, he
traveled to McLean, VA.

In the evening, at a private residence, the
President attended a National Republican
Senatorial Committee reception. Later, he
returned to Washington, DC.

The White House announced that the
President and Mrs. Bush will welcome Presi-
dent Hamid Karzai of Afghanistan to Camp
David on August 5-6.

The President announced his intention to
nominate Sean R. Mulvaney to be Assistant
Administrator of the U.S. Agency for Inter-
national Development (Management).

The President announced his intention to
designate John Edward Mansfield as Vice
Chairman of the Defense Nuclear Facilities
Safety Board.

The President announced his intention to
designate Charles W. Grim as Acting Direc-
tor of the Indian Health Service, Public
Health Service at the Department of Health
and Human Services.

July 17

In the morning, the President had an intel-
ligence briefing. Later, in the Oval Office,
he participated in a briefing by Director of
National Intelligence J. Michael McConnell
on the new National Intelligence Estimate.

The President declared a major disaster in
North Dakota and ordered Federal aid to
supplement State and local recovery efforts
in the area struck by severe storms and flood-
ing from June 2-18.
July 18

In the morning, the President had a tele-
phone conversation with President Khalifa
bin Zayid al-Nuhayyan of the United Arab
Emirates. Later, he had an intelligence brief-
ing.

gLater in the morning, the President trav-
eled to Landover, MD. He then toured Man
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& Machine, Inc. Later, he participated in an
interview with Christopher Lee of the Wash-
ington Post.

In the afternoon, the President returned
to Washington, DC.

The President announced his intention to
nominate David T. Johnson to be Assistant
Secretary of State (International Narcotics
and Law Enforcement Affairs).

The President announced his intention to
designate Craig S. Morford as Acting Deputy
Attorney General at the Department of Jus-
tice.

July 19

In the morning, the President had an intel-
ligence briefing. Later, he traveled to Nash-
ville, TN, where, upon arrival, he met with
Sgt. J. Kevin Downs of the Army National
Guard, who was wounded in Iraq in August
2005, and his parents, Catherine and Joe
Downs. He then met with USA Freedom
Corps volunteer Bill Yancey.

Later in the morning, the President toured
the Nashville Bun Company.

In the afternoon, the President returned
to Washington, DC.

The President announced that he has
named Judith Ansley as Deputy Assistant to
the President and Deputy National Security
Adviser for Regional Affairs on the National
Security Council.

The President announced that he has
named Andrew D. Ciafardini as Special As-
sistant to the President for Intergovern-
mental Affairs.

The President announced that he has
named Harold H. Kim as Special Assistant
to the President for Legislative Affairs.

The President announced that he has
named Brett H. McGurk as Special Assistant
to the President and Senior Director for Iraq
and Afghanistan, Strategic Planning and Pol-
icy Development, on the National Security
Council.

The President announced that he has
named Stephen D. Potts as Associate Coun-
sel to the President.

The President announced that he has
named Rachael Leigh Sunbarger as Special
Assistant to the President and Deputy Direc-
tor of Advance for Press.
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The President announced that he has
named Ronald C. Williams as Special Assist-
ant to the President for Homeland Security
and Senior Director for Nuclear Defense
Policy on the Homeland Security Council.

July 20

In the morning, the President had an intel-
ligence briefing.

In the afternoon, the President traveled to
Camp David, MD.

The White House announced that the
President will welcome King Abdallah II of
Jordan to the White House on July 24.

Nominations
Submitted to the Senate

The following list does not include promotions of
members of the Uniformed Services, nominations
to the Service Academies, or nominations of For-
eign Service officers.

Submiitted July 17

Robert J. Conrad, Jr.,

of North Carolina, to be U.S. Circuit Judge
for the Fourth Circuit, vice James Dickson
Phillips, Jr., retired.

Catharina Haynes,

of Texas, to be U.S. Circuit Judge for the
Fifth Circuit, vice Harold R. DeMoss, ]r.,
retired.

Sean R. Mulvaney,

of Illinois, to be an Assistant Administrator
of the U.S. Agency for International Devel-
opment, vice John Marshall, resigned.

Shalom D. Stone,

of New Jersey, to be U.S. Circuit Judge for
the Third Circuit, vice Samuel A. Alito, Jr.,
elevated.

John Daniel Tinder,

of Indiana, to be U.S. Circuit Judge for the
Seventh Circuit, vice Daniel A. Manion, re-
tiring,
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Robert M. Dow, Jr.,

of Tllinois, to be U.S. District Judge for the
Northern District of Illinois, vice Charles P.
Kocoras, retired.

Submitted July 19

David T. Johnson,

of Georgia, a career member of the Senior
Foreign Service, class of Minister-Counselor,
to be an Assistant Secretary of State (Inter-
national Narcotics and Law Enforcement Af-
fairs), vice Anne W. Patterson.
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Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Tony Snow

Statement by the Press Secretary: Visit of Af-
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Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Tony Snow

Transcript of a press briefing by Homeland
Security Adviser Frances Fragos Townsend

Transcript of a press briefing by Special As-
sistant to the President for Biodefense
Rajeev Venkayya, State Department Special
Representative on Avian and Pandemic In-
fluenza John Lange, Agriculture Department
Chief Veterinary Officer John Clifford,
Health and Human Services Department As-
sistant Secretary of Health John Agwunobi,
and Homeland Security Department Chief
Medical Officer on Pandemic Preparedness
Jeff Runge on the implementation of the Na-
tional Strategy for Pandemic Influenza
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Statement by the Press Secretary: Zimbabwe:
Deepening Crisis and Additional U.S. Assist-
ance

Statement by the Press Secretary on disaster
assistance to North Dakota

Fact sheet: The Terrorist Threat to the U.S.
Homeland

Fact sheet: Implementation of the National
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Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Tony Snow
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that the President signed S. 1701
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retary Tony Snow
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Statement by the Press Secretary: Visit by
King Abdallah II of Jordan to Washington

Statement by the Press Secretary: Release of
the U.S. Strategy To Combat Criminal Gangs
from Central America and Mexico

Statement by the Press Secretary announcing
that the President signed an Executive order
on the United States Common Article 3 of
the Geneva Conventions

Acts Approved
by the President

Approved July 18

S.1701 / Public Law 11048

To provide for the extension of transitional
medical assistance (TMA) and the abstinence
education program through the end of the
fiscal year 2007, and for other purposes



